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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
~ Tuzspay, December 13, 1910.

The House met at 12 o'clock m.

A Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., as
ollows :

Almighty God, we realize that Thou art the King of Kings,
but we rejoice that Thou art a father king. We realize that
Thou art the supreme judge of our acts; but we rejoice that Thou
art a father judge, that Thou rulest Thy children in love and
judgest them in mercy. Thou doest reign in righteousness, and
Thy judgments are true and righteous altogether. Help us by
the rectitude of our bebavior and the willingness to do the
work that Thon hast given us to do to show our appreciation
of Thy goodness and of Thy wonderful works to the children of
men. And Thine be the praise forever. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

A message in writing from the President of the United States
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr.
Latta, one of his secretaries.

INHERITANCE TAX,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the vote
by which the bill H. R. 22842 the inheritance tax bill, was
passed on yesterday be reconsidered and that that motion do lie
on the table.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the report accompanying the bill H. R. 22842, the
inheritance tax bill, which was passed on yesterday, be printed
in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the report touching the bill referred to be
printed in the Recorp. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The report is as follows:

[House Report No. 1091, SBixty-first Congress, second session.]

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 22842) providing for taxation of and fixing the rate of
taxation on_ inheritances, devises, bequests, legacies, and gifts in the
District of Columbia, and providing for the manner of payment as well
as the manner of enforcing payment thereof, report the same back to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

The pu of this proposed legislation is to institute in the Dis-
trict of Columbia a system of taxation that has been recognized as just
and equitable in most of the States of the Union. The Commissioners
of the District of Columbia, however, while expressing * the opinion
ihat an equitable and graduated inheritance tax constitutionally applied
is correct in principle,” nevertheless doubt the necessity of imposing
it at this time. They say:

ExXECUTIVE OFFICE,
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
Washington, March 29, 1910,
Hon. 8. W. SymrTH,

. il
Chairman Commitiee on District of Columbia, =
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sin: The board in passing upon the subject-matter of H. R.
22842, Slx?-ﬂrst Congress, second session, referred to them for exam-
ination and report, begs feave to chrcss its understanding, at this
opportunity, that as Commissioners of the District of Columbia, they
regard themselves as constituting an impartial executive board to carry
into effect the will of the partners to the compact known as the Organie
Act, and in the formation of the expression of the partners’ will into
law to perform such helpful work, in their exceptional status, as be-
tween sald partners, as may be practicable toward attaining an effective
harmony of action.
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The Board of Commisioners, attaching hereto a table, marked “A/”
for comparison as to the rates and graduated scales in each of the 38
States and Territories having laws upon the subj is of the opinion
that an equitable and graduated inheritance tax constitutionally applied
is correct in principle and that only the question of the necessity of
lx:;%oslns it at this or any other particular time need be here consid-
ered,

That it Is but fair to consider that a tax should be levied upon a
community only as necessity compels, never for the purpose of repelling
growth at home In the interest of growth elsewhere, which, moreover,
could not be thus attained, and never added so long as the community is
readily able, by existing levies, to provide for current expenses and com-
pletion of needed or desirable Improvements within an economical period
while providing for extinguishment of its bonded and floating or other
debt within a reasonable time.

The board finds that the District’s half of the present bonded debt,
plus a floating debt to its other partner, aggregated about §9,000,000 on
the 1st of last July.

By the apsrova! of the bill, 8. 3260, now before Congress, submitted
by the Board of Commissioners, and acceptable, so far as the board is
aware, to the committees of both Houses of Congress, It Is clearly dem-
onstrated that the government of the District of Columbia can be main-
tained, very large improvements carried to completion within 12 years,
and this debt be totally extingulshed in at least 25 years, and very
probably in 20 years, and therefore it does not appear necessary to
the board that the combined resources of the partnership should be
inereased by adding any tax to existing levies unless it is thought to
be desirable to undertake improvements in addition to those compre-
hended in the above bill.

Hereto attached, marked “B,” please find brief of views for such
consideration as it ma{ afford upon the question, among others, of
fairness of the financial burden imposed upon the respective partners
under the so-called organic act.

By order of the Board of Commissioners :

Cuxo H, RUDOLFH,
President.

A,
ADMINISTRATION OF DECEASED PERSONS’ ESTATES.
INHERITANCE TAX LAWS,

The following is a synopsis of several of the laws of the wvarious
States affecting the administration of the estate of a deceased person:

1. Who to administer—(a) If the deceased leaves a will, the duty
of administration falls upon the executor. If no executor Is named,
or in the event of the death or refusal of the executor to act, the court
will grant administration under the will to some suitable person, gen-
erally selected from those most largely interested under the provisions
of the will, such as the residuary legatees, if any. (b) If the deceased
died intestate, letters of administration are granted to the following
persons in practically all the States: .

First. To the surviving husband or widow.

tS.(;eond. To one or more of the next of kin entitled to share In the
estate.

Third. If none of the above consent to act, to one of the creditors
of the estate, except in localities where there is provided by law a
public administrator who is preferred to creditors.

In practieally all the States an administrator 1s required to giye
bond for the faithfal performance of his duties in double the value of
the estate to be administered.

In most of the States, if so provided by the will, no bond is required
of an executor, except that in some Btates an executor Is required to
give a bond to cover the probable amount of the debts of the estate,
and in practically all the Btates, in the discretion of the court, for
canse shown, an executor may be required to give a bond.

2, Claims of ereditors.—The pmc%ura in the several States in pre-
senting creditors’ clalms against the estate varles very considerably.
In the majority of the States the executor or administrator 1s required

romptly to ;rfve public notice to creditors to tpres«mt their claims to

Elm. and the creditors are required so to present thelr claims supported
by an affidavit that the same are justly due and owing from the estate,
ngon uny offsets or counterclaims, within a period limited generally
to six months or a year. The law of each State should be consulted
for more specific detalls.

3. The following table contains an analysis of the laws of the several
Btates, covering:

(1) The time provided for accounting to the court by executors and
administrators on thelr administration.

(2) The inheritance or succession tax upon property received either
by intestate laws, last will, or by gift or transfer, designed to take
effect at death, excertlng legacles for religious, charitable, or educa-
tional purposes, which are tax exempt in most of the States.

(3) The various classes of estate obligations given priority over
other claims in case of the Insolvency of the estate.

Inheritance tax, Axelopr Nl ORLky:

State, Accounting.

Annual ao-| NoDB ...cccanassnsnnsnnnnan
counts. Final

account in

labama ..>. 1. Funeral expenses,
Adhar 2. Administration

expenses. 3. Ex-

one year if penses of last sick-
condition of ness. 4. Taxes.
estate per- 6. Wages of serv-
mits, ants or employees.
Arizona .....| As directed by |.....d0......cvecaenenena...| No statutory provi-
k Reot iy 5 t ta 1. Funeral
Arkansas....l Annual ae- r cen X on prop- neral expenses,
counts. Final {% pm.lnf to collat- 2. Expenses of last
accounting relatives (other sickness. 3. Wages
in three years. than lineal descendants of servants. 4.

Ju ents which

Or Ancestors).
are liens on land
of deceased,

State. Accounting. Inheritance tax. Pm‘“ggg:bm
California ...| Must file ae- | On estate less than §25,000 | 1. Funeral expenses.
count in ten in value the tax rate | 2. Expensesof last
months, varies from 1 to b per slckness. 3. Debts
cent, governed by the re- Ereierred by
lationship to deceased, nited Btates
the nearer the relation- | laws. 4. Wages
_ ship thesmallertherate | due within 60
of tax. days. 5. Judg-
Onlargerestatestheabove | ments, mortgages,
! rate is increased from | and other licns,
| one and one-half to
1 | three times.
s The tax-exempt inherit-
ances vary from $10,000
to & widow or minor
\ child to $500 passing to
remote relatives or
strangers.
Colorado ....| Firstaccountin Properti passing to par- | 1. Moneys held by
gix months ents, husband or wife, deceased as trus-
Further ac- child, brother or sister, tee or executor.
counts every wife or widow of son, 2. Expenses of
six months husband of daughter, funeral and last
until estate is lineal descendant, or sickness. 8. All
vsed, adopted child, or child allowances to wid-
acknowledged as such | ow or orphans.
for ten years, is taxable
at 2 per cent, except
| estates less than §10,
are exempt to above
persons.
To uncle, aunt, nephew
or niece or their de-
scendants tax of 3 per
cent, no exemption.
To all others above $500:
On 8500 to $10,000, tax is
3 r cent; $10.000 to
,000, 4 per cent; $20,000
to $50,000, 5 per cent;
above §50,000 6 per cent.
Connecticut .| Account in one | All estates exempt up to | 1. Funeral and ad-
year, X Tax on excess ministration ex-
as follows: To parents, penses. 2. Ex-
hushand or wife, or penses of last sick-
lineal descendants, § per ness. 3. Taxes,
cent; to others, 3 per 4. Other preferred
cent. i:laima by State
AWS,
Delaware....| Account in one | Property pasainﬁ to par- | 1. Funeralexpenses,
¢ year, ents, wife, children, or 2. Expensesof last
descendants exempt. gickness. 3. Wages
- To others, tax of b per to servants and
cent; estates exempt up | laborers. 4. Rent
to $500, (notoveroneyear).
5. Judgments, 6.
Obligations of ree-
ord, 7. Obligations
underseal. 8. Con-
tracts for payment
of money or de-
livery of goods. "
District of | Aceount in 15 | None..... sesssnsessansanss| L JUdgments or de-
Columbia, months, cree of court. 2.
Other debts.
Florida......| Annual ac-|.....d0...cccnvnuerenennnss.| L. Administration
counts, expenses. 2. Fu-
neral expenses. 3,
Expenses of last
sickness. 4. Judg-
ments and debis
a a 3 » d\ge tlg State. R
170) ¢ |- SR RPN 0 cevcnnmanaeanaalOn cunnns resmmssnsssass! 1. YEAL'S SUpport o
family. 2. Ex-
penses of funeral
and last sickness,
8. Administration
expenses, 4.
Taxes, 6. Fiduo-
cial:'y obilgations
6. Judgments,
mo! and
other liems. 7.
! Rent. 8. Liqui-
" dated demands.
1daho .......| Firstaccountin | Tax on estates less than | 1, Funeral ex-
threemonths. 25,000 at following penees. 2 Ex-
Future ac- rates: penses of last
counts as di- | (a) To husband or wife, gickness, 3. Debts
rected by the | lineal issue or ancestor, referred by
court. 1 per cent; exempt to Bn[ted States

widow or minor child,
$10,000; to others of Class
A, exempt §4,000.

(b) To brother or sister,
or their descendants, or
wife or widow of son, or
husband of daughter, 1}

ercent; exempt, $2,000.

(c? To unecles, aunts, or
descendants, 8 per cent;
exempt, §1,500.

(d) To great-uncles, great-
aunts, or descendants, 4

reent; exempt, $1,000,

(c?cTo more distant rela-
tives or strangers in

blood, 5 per cent; ex-
empt, wwpe

laws. 4. Judg-
ments and mort-
gages,
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State. Accounting. Inheritance tax. M"mhﬁm State. Accounting. Inheritance tax. m'mm
Idaho—Con. On 1 estates than Massachu- | Annual aec- | (a) To husband or wife, | 1. Debts preferred
W.mhe above rates setts. counts, l)im:al ancestor, lineal | by United States
are multiplied as fol- descendants, adopted | laws. 2. Public
lows: £25,000 to §50,000, child or descendants | ratesand taxes. 8.
one and one-half times thereof, wife or widow | Wages, not over
nbove; §50,000to §100,000, of son, husband of ﬂﬁe‘
two timesabove; §100,000 daughter, taxable as fol-
to §500,000, two and one- lows: Under §10,000, ex-
half times above; £500,- empt; up to $50,000, 1
?{I'gl;l;lioupwud. three cent; §50,000 E) smo.l%:
Ve, 1 r cent; above §100,-
Ilinois ......| Inventory in | On property passing to | 1. Funeral and ad- : . 2 per cent. 4
threemonths, parents, husband or ministration ex- (1) To gerro ther, sister,
Accounts as wife, brother or sister, penses. 2. Allow- nephew, or niece: Up to
directed by wife or widow of son, ance towidow and sgm,s cent;&g:tm
the court. husband of daughter, children. 3. Ex- to $100, 4 per cent;
lineal d dants, or T of last sick- above $100,000, 65 per
one to whom deceased ness, except doe- cent. Exempt to §1,000.
stood in relation of par- tor's bill and To all other persons, 6 per
ent, {,ux li p& cent; ex- w bto servants. cent,
empt up to §20,000. 4. Debts to com-
To uni:lel,J aunt, niece or | mon school or | Michigan....| 18 months al- | Tax of 1percent to par- | 1. Administration
h di lowed toclose ents, husband or wife, expenses. 2. Fu-
nephew,or descendants, township funds, 3 1
2 per cent; exempt, 5. Doctor's bill, estate. More child, brother or sister, neral expenses, 3.
$2,000, 1ast sickness. 6. maybegrant- wife or widow of son, Expenses of last
All othér cases as follows: | Money owed in fi- ed by court | husband of daughter, | &sickness. 4. Debts
n less than duel up to four lineal descendants, referred by
0,000, 3 ATy capacity. {'
r cent; $10,000 to §20,- years. adopted child, or one to nited EStates
, 4 per eent; §20,000to whom deceased stood in |  laws,
£50,000, 6 per cent; above - relation of parent, ex-
50,000, 6 per cent. empt to §2,000.
All estates less than $500 To b per cent over
exempt., : §100
Indiana .....| Accounts as di- | None............c.ceeveeee.| 1. Administration | Minnesota...| 18 months to | All inheritances above | 1. Administration
rected by expenses. 2. Fu- e te |~ 810,000 are taxable as| ex 2, Fu-
couxt. neralexpenses. 3. though fur- | follows:§10,000t0$50,000, | neralex) 8.
Expenses of last thertimemay | 1} cent; $50,000 to | FExpenses of last
sickness 4 Tax- be allowed. ,000,8 percent;above |  sickness. 4. Debts
es. 5. Debts se- §100,000, b per cent preferred by Uni-
cured by liens on Estates below $10,000 ex- | tedStateslaws. 5.
%E&l estatte. 6. empt. Taxes,
ages, not over
: 250, Mississippi ..| Annual accounts | None ...ceereersenensasnn..| NO statutory prefer-
Lo e | S banat o i, | UnbaSASaw. | o Anmantsoon b Pttt
months. ents, husband, or wife, WS, 5 L
Annually| lineal descendants, | 2. Publicratesand 7" Final settlté-& Al;tmg::ﬂe:ceptblg A gnmofm
thereafter. | adopted child or issue | taxes. 3. Claims ment after| parentshusbandorwife,| sickness; of
Finalaccount | thereof is exempt. filed within six two years. or lineal descendants, | servants. 8. Taxes
in three years. | To others, 5 cent tax | months after no- which are exempt, and public debts.
above £1,000. tice. 4. Ju ents.

To alien nonresidents of All demands pre-
the State, tax is 20 per sented within one
cent, unless alien is after letters.
brother or , when 3 Alldemandsex-
tax is 10 per cent. hibited after one

Eansas......| Annual ac- | NOD@......eeereesssnsannn.| 1. Funeral expenses, and before two
counts, 2. Expenses of last %\Im
gickness, Admin- | Montana ....| 1 year allowed | Tax of 1 per cent to par- | 1. eral expenses.
istration expenses. rsettlement enufdhmhand or wife, 2. Expenses of last
Wages of servants, of estate, lawful issue, brother or | sickness. 8. Debts
8. lgg‘l!ats due to . sister, or ado child, Emfened under
Btate. 4, Judg- exempt to §7, nited Stateslaws.
ments. 5. All de- Toall others, 5 per cent. 4. Judgments an
mands presented | __ mortgﬁu.
within one year | Nebraska....; Final account | Taxable at 1 cent to | 1. Fun nSEs,
after letters of ad- in three years.| parents husbandorwife,| 2. nses of last
ministration. 6. child, brother or sister, sickness. 3. Debts
Demands present- wife or widow of son, preferred by Unit-
ed after one year husband of daughter, ed States laws.
and before two adopted child, or where
years, 7. Demands deceased stood in rela-
presented after tion of parent, and lin-
two years and be- eal descendants in law-
fore three years, ful wedlock, exempt to
Eentucky ...| As directed by | Tax of 6 per cent on all |1. Funeral expenses. £10,000.
court. estates over §500 except | 2. Administration To uncle, aunt, neg:ew,
to parents, husband, or | expenses. 8. Mon- orniece, or descendants,
wife, lawful issue, hus- | eys due in fiduci- 2 per cent; exempt to
band of daughter, wife, ary capacity. £2,000.
or widow of son, lineal To others, above $500 as
descendants or adopted follows: $500 to $5,000, 2
child, which are exempt, er cent; §5,000 to §10,000,
Louisiana ...| Annual ac- | Exempt to §10,000 to par- | 1. Funeralex per cent; $10,000 to
counts, ents or lineal ancestors, 2. Legal expenses. §20,000,4 percent; §20,000
children ordescendants; 3. Expenses of last to §50,000, 5 g)er cent;
exo:aswtagﬁnle at 52 per slclét‘zms. 4;718@}?- above bso,um, per cent.
cent; ers, ants' wages within
cent per ODeveas 5. Debts | Nevada...... H&rm&\g; TN o ocar s vr o saamasns I.I%:?Jm
f‘!’}' @wﬁtg?d o = months, sickness. 8. Debis
it Thereafter as referred by
s directed by Dnitedstatestaws.
ries, clerks. court. 4. Judgments and
Maine .......| As directed by Exemgt to ts, hus- | 1. Funeral and ad- mortgages.
the court, band or wife, lineal de- ministration  ex-
scendants, adog:ncﬂ penses. 2. Allow- | New Hamp- | Account in one Exemgt to parents, hus- [ 1. Administration
child, or descendants, ance to husband, ghire. E)w' subject band or wife, lineal de- expenses. 2. Fu-
wife or widow of son, widow, or chil- further di- scendants, brother, sis- neral expenses. 3.
husband of daughter; to | dren. 3. Expenses rection by the ter, adopted child, wife | Allowance to
others, 4 per cent above of lastsickness. 4. court. or widow of son, hus- widow. 4. Taxes
$500, Debts preferred band of daughter. and expenses of .
tBL ;&e:i Unitcgl To all others, 5 per cent. last sickness,
AWS
* | New Jersey..| Account in one | Exempt to g:en hus- | 1. Expenses of last
AR year, bang or wife, chbﬁdmn, sickness, Fu-
Maryland ...| Account in one 1. Taxes. 2. Arrears lineal descendants, neral expenses. 3,

year. There-
after every
six months

till closed.

Exempt fo |i)}1mn hus-
band or wife, cl}hdren,
orlineal d dants: to

of rent. 3. Judg-
ts or decrees

others, b per cent above
$500.

of court,

brother or sister, hus-
band of daughter, wife
or widow of son.

To all others, 6 per cent,

Judgments and
decrees.
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Btate. Accounting. Inheritance tax. Prefeg:g:bligar State. Accounting. Inheritance tax, Prefmm: od obliga
New Mexico.| First saccount | NON€ .cceveeavevsnnansnnas.| 1. Administration | Oregon—Comn.|....csaussseeessa.| In all other cases above
in one i expenses. 2. Fuo- §500; §500 to §10,000, 3
Yearly there- neral and last cent; $10,000 ?& $20,000,
er, sickness expenses, 4 per cent; $20,000 to
8. [dAllown&:cel for 850”& %. Sﬁper ceut-i. above
widow and minor ,000, T cen
children. 4. Debts P 1 1 i 1 F 1 and last
referred by ennsyl-| Accountin one | Estates less than $250 ex- | 1. Funeral an
E‘!niled Statas: oF vania. year. empt. sickness expenses,
Territory laws. 5. Exemst to parents, hus- Wages due house-
Taxen, £ 'humn orl de. uhm hloth? servants
rk ...| Account in one | (@) Taxable at1 per cent | 1. Funeral and ad- OF O A cacei G| S s il el e
New York it ( b baensk heaaad e | imaiaeation . mf hlld'ren. wife or | 2. Rgntwlth!none
wife, child, stepchild, | penses. 2. Debts ) Twllm:bo son. ¢ year,
brother, sister, wife or referred  under 2 0-all others, § per cent.
widow of son, husband nitedStateslaws. | Rhode Is- | Estate tobeset- | None............ sessssss--| 1. Funeral expenses.
of daughter, Iawful issne 3. Taxes. 4.Judg- land. tled in two 2. Expensesof last
and descendants, or one ments and de- Years. sickness. 3. Debta
to whom deceased s crees. due  to nited
in relattibcg’nsl gf nts; gtatela. = t:teDB?l‘a
exemp ,000. ue to State, a
(b) bToo o;‘%m, 5 per cent g.;w agd wtowm
above : es. b,
North Caro- | Annual ac- | Exempt to husband or | 1. Debts secured by withinsix monnl:ﬁ
lina. counts. Final wife. (1) To lineal an- liens on property not exceeding §100
account in cestors, or descendants, of deceased. 2. IFu- to one person. 6.
two years. brothers or sisters, or neral expenses 3. Other claims pre-
where mutoal relation Taxes. 4. Debts sented within six
of parents and child ex- due United Stutes months.
e b Do s B | ratet o \Yad: | South Caro- | Annualsccounts......do........eceuesesesns| 1 Puneral lastsick-
scendants of brother or | within one year, | 1D% by “fb?‘e &nd
sister, 1§ per cent. 38) Medical attend- SH ’;]‘kt?n
Uncles or aunts, or de- | ance within one . g"
scendants, 8 per cent. | year. J“g to public. 3.
(4) Great-uncles, great- - S gmem&" mort-
aunts, or descendants, o E‘Rgxf"’%‘
-4 per cent, (5) To all Bonds iy
others: §2,000 to $5,000, & dol?ts.' COnLTALY
?ercem;ﬁ.momsm.mn. £
i per cent; §10,000 to South Dako- | Account inone | A tax is imposed, gradu- | 1. Funeral expenses,
i{g.%‘t 18060%12?“‘; ta. year, ated by v&n‘ing reln- 2i Expensmso{iﬁt
A 0 §50,000,12} per tionshiy d d sickness, 3. -
cent; nEove £50,000, 15 mtd p;ng;?nnltx of prop- mln[stmlionw ex-
per cen er 0 ea - nses. 4, i ]
North Da- | As directed by | Exempt to parents, hus- | 1. Administration mr{ e i or 60 dny:gﬁ.
kota. court. band or wife, lineal expenses. 2. Fu- Debts preferred by
descendants, adopted neral and last United States
child, or descendants sickness expenses. laws. 6. Debtsse-
Toothers, 2 tabo ﬁn‘}i]:mwaimn be rope: L
oothers, r cent above ¥. € 5 a2
, 000, e referred by gusedm
hg:teﬁd l?e%)‘g:; Tennessee ...| Estate to be set- Exemgt to parents, hus- | No priority,
cure a bi‘ lions on tled in two band or wife, children
property of de- years, and Jineal descendants.
ceased. To others, 5 per cent over
Ohio...vv....| First account | Exempt to parents, hus- | 1. Administration, -
in 18 months. band or wife, brother, funeral and last | Texas .......| Annualaccounts.|.. ......cccesesvasassnsaaaas| 1. EXpenses of fu-
Annually | sister, nephew, niece, | sicknessex; : neraland lastsick-
thereafter. lineal descendant, 2. Allowance to ness if presented
adopted child, person widow and chil- within 60 days.
legally designated as dren for 12 2. Administration
heir, and descendants months, 3. Debis expenses, includ-
thereof, wife or widow gra ferred by ing allowance for
of son, husband of Inited States support of widow
daughter. laws. 4. Publie and children
Toothers, b per cent above rates and taxes. for one year, 3.
\ 5. Wages withina Debts secured by
. \'f;nr}‘o Not over ﬁmﬂgagf o(r) ?thher
one person. en. 4. er
Oklahoma...| Accounts asre- | A gradnated tax is im- | 1. Funeral ex- debts presented
quired by the posed, determined by penses. 2. Ex- within 12 months,
court, ;{g{ L“fsr:ést'l"g]sml:htg ,F;Ge s’ 1; uréa"'tssﬂ‘;: Utah ........| Firstaccountin | Tax of 5 per cent on all | 1. Funeral expenses,
amountof property pass- tt of famil v six months. estates over §10,000. 2. Expenses of last
ing to each person. For %0 days. 4 gﬁﬁ‘:ﬂs and ad-
Taxes to_United 2
- Wages, within 60
States or State. b. da t $100
Debts preferred by B ALON OVt
United States or TLone Detwoti. &
= State laws. 6. o preterred by
Judgments or Stiteinwe 0
mortgages. 7. Debts secured b‘
Other claims pre- i ¥
sented to admin- =
istrat?l;- within six | Vermont ....| Account in one Eﬁm t to . re]!ilta. Ihglm- 1.2!"|1£em1 expelflm
mon Year, nd, or wife, lineal de- . EXpenseso
Oregon ......| Semiannual ac- | Estates less than $10,000 | 1. Funeral ex- scendantsa,doptedchild,| sickness. 8. Taxes,

counts.

are exempt.

(a) Tax of 1 per cent to
parents, husband or
wife, ehild, brother or
sister, wife or widow of
son, husband of daugh-
ter, adopted child, one
to whom deceased bore
relation of parent, or
linenl descendant in
lawful wedlock el:lpon
the amount reecived by
each person above §5,000,

(b) Tax of 2 per cent to
unecle, aunt, niece,
nephew, or descendants
on amount received by
each above §2,000,

genam. 2. Taxes
ue United States.
8. Expenses of last
sickness. 4. Pub-
licratesand taxes.
5. Debts preferred
by United States
laws. 6. Debtsse-
cured by liens on
property of de-
censed. 7. Wages
within 90 days.

Virginia.....

Aeccount in 18
months. An-
nually there-
after.

or lineal descendant
thereof, wife or widow
ofson,husband of daugh-
ter.

To all others, 5 per cent
above §2,000.

Exempt to lineal ances-
tors or lineal descend-
ants, husband or wife,
brother or sister.

To all others, b per cent.

4. Debts due to
State. 5. Debts due
to United States.

1. Funeral and ad-
ministration ex-
penses. 2. Ex-
penses of last gick-
ness, not exceed-

es, 4, Money ow-
ing as trustee or
in fiduciary e¢a-
pacity. G
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hf au ts :Et:trf use‘t:ih of a religious, %itg;a.lg.t' charlttabll, ori et(;uriatlo?gl
Preferred obliga character, or for the encouragemen or to a socie or the
Etate. Accounting. Inheritance tax. euon:h prevention of cruelty to children are exempt.
Where values. of legacy or ropert; exceed $235,000, the rate herein-
before glvzesno?}t‘l]oulﬂdbe multlplseldma% ", &nl!gwsl :
Over N v , B
‘Washington.| Account in one (u"‘l‘axoll per cent above | 1. Funeral expenses. Over 100,000“:11.1”3&003;: 500,000, gy s
O 10,000 to ts, hus- | 2. Expenses of last Over $500,000 and not over $1,000,000, by 23.
band d:rm' aﬁ' mﬁ sleknfem. &ge%u Over $1,000,000, by 3.
scendan 0] 5 refierre ¥ . * ;
o]: i It;e 1 Siarant flni‘%edsmtﬁllgm Ineffective as to contingent remﬂndm and life tenants,
Exereal. o TUpon the ible question of the fairness of charging the District
(“; T"]?JH?}PNNI&- includ- | 90days. 5.Taxes, withp(:me-hal the cos? of maintaining and developing 'f!t:nt.hiu otherwise
5 e thi 8 egreao{ 6. Judxmemat?ing industrially and commercinllf disadvantageous locality the broadly
relationship, L e mormu Mara | beautiful national city originally designed by the Government itself, the
“pwﬁw‘%'u} 50"”“‘ i) on land. | poard is of the opinion that fairness requires consideration of the Gov-
fm("n $30, s ﬁo,ggi ernment’s original proposal to which It induced the 19 original proprie-
mwagoper ‘“3“ tors of the land to assent h{ convincing them of its Intentiom to wulti-
i g dgb il mately erect here not only its public buildings, but to here establish
() °ed ‘g‘” OXLARES 1, and promote the development of a natlonal capital accordlnF to 1;)1:1:11!i
mo‘am'g per cent up E‘; open to their inspection, such as opportunity for the accomplishment o
s porcont Ub e which had not theretofore been presented in all history.
above $100 mw 'y This first compact required these proprietors to donate In perpetulty
B O a1l vk 4 SolTAL to the Govérnment the land between building lines for the streets of
() I““h“m' i . this great plan and one-half the number of lots which this plan dis-
e e D e Bl e closed, from the proceeds of the sale of which its public buildings were
tax t;;]gﬁ;ern;ent ’ {;u betherectcd :hmelf r;itilg to the to:v"lnerahttte nlzmaln}]?]-f lota,dolih somegg{ng
; e8s An one-ha of the area o e whole plan. an an ere 'zan
WeRtVirpinia) 4 comtins mAm THE ok ll] DAL DRt 20 P l“?"m S?n? ¢ %2 | an enhancement of land and improvement values incident to the ex
m‘”ﬁ tliae. gﬂ}ﬁ] y n}i':tealwde' Taxes. 3. Moneys | tional conditions inaugurated by the Government iiself, which continued
ey i ndants aboye§20.000. | due. s fiduciagy, | Untll, comfortably housed, the dominant contracting party lost sight of
i T:’g e si:tir p 4 Other claims | the spirit, if not the letter, of its compact with these proprietors and
e PO REr | veluniaes ob. | their successors, and left the struggling, straggling city that had grown
To srandfath nd- | Tigath T¥ 00" | up around its public buildings to carry alone the burden of that develop-
T s Or fran e ane- ment, the half of which it would seem they had fair reason to believe
To all ot.ﬁem.pe?r}percent ﬁg]t?oveﬁnﬁleag tintenlged Eo ?sgume tll)n, Iu{ urd?llgng,l li.gclm'.-tmg and exi
'S oo - Last ng L’En 's plans to induce them to relingu more than
bl i‘:."';" “f' (lgm'l;%:n%f“{i fi,‘j:;‘fdt“ & er:tlcknemand their land, in a mutual speculation, in which the Government was the
i ¥ et T sl s f]}}ebta“rm leading factor; and to consider also, as intended to cure the resulting
okt tois a0 uied emﬁ”m b Unitgi States | deplorable spectacle, the later compact, known as the organic act, en-
tow‘hnt‘;pdece':.sed 'I::)l:: ]ly“ tered into under sanction of law, by the United States on the one hand
relationship of n and the people of the District of Columbia on the other, as partn
and lineal f’mB reci a ing, after long debate In both Houses of Congress, that exhaus
(2) To brothers, si:ten' the subject, that, considering the unhappy result of years of experience
and descendants. wif and upon the question of recognizing and further developing the patriotie
or widow of son, or hu: national pride and affection of the people in and for their capital—a
band of daughter 1 milita asset of priceless value second to no other—making it the
ot g b o Mecca it is to-day for every son and daughter of its soil, it was but just
(3) To uncles, aunts, or and fair that the parties to this compact should now and for the future
descendants. 3 per cent. equally share the burden of this development along the lines of the
(4) To great :'ne t original plan prescribed by the Government itself.
.um,f 11 Basatients The Board of Commissioners, viewing the fact that the above-men-
4 per cent. . tioned compact, comprehending the spirit of the original undertaking,
(5) To all others, & still exists, and that from a consideration of all the circumstances of
cent. A e S its evolution, the grandeur of the Government's conception and the com-
When the estate is above g;ehenslveness of deve!o?ment designed to be accomplished thereby,
$25.000 the above ra lieves this compact still exists rsir:{ and for the future as hetween
are multiplied a&s fol- the original parties thereto, and that therefore the District of Columbia
lows: §25,000 to 850,000 should not be charged with more than one-half the expense of main-
1} times on excess; $60,- tenance and development of such a national eapital.
000 10 $100.000, 2 times on Upon the question of the comparatively large amount of tax col-
excess: §100,000 to 500,~ lected in the District as shown In Table C, hereto attached, and how
000, 2} times on excess: this is made ible, the board, secking a fair taxable comparative, is
above $500,000, 8 times of the opinion that had the Government not selected the present area
on excess, {gr thg seat &r gt])vernrintexit ?g!:h Ehe tu:ul:uatl anﬂl Il?temio;l i;)et “ereatin
r - ereat a national capital city, along national lines o auty an
Wyoming ... A‘ﬁ"{:& YRy T‘;’]‘n :Jntzab%c:e :lf)“&oot‘; l-nlfi'“’mm‘mﬁ;‘,;" :2_ development set forth in the Government's plan as devised by L‘I?;:faut.
5 rents, hushand orwife, | penses. 2. Expen. | that Alexandria, formerly in the District, as It might have developed,
child.brother, sister, lin- | ses of lnst sickness | With the better physical advantage its locality affords, would, as to
eal déscendants, wife or | and 60days'wages, | taxable land and improvement values, be a fair comparative for the
widow of son, husband 3. Medicine and | same as we find them to-day in this city and suburbs.
of daughter, adopted or | medical attend- C:
acknowledged child for |  ance of last sick- Bonded debis and assessed wvaluations of States.
ten years, ness, 4. Judgments
Except that to husband, and mortgages. b.
wife, or child resident | All claims pre- Valaation | Valuation ol Pert -
. of the State, $25,000 to | sented within six States and iy ot 0 cent | te| Bonded
each is exempt. months., 6. Al Territories. r!{ pe : ac-I per debt.
To others than above, tax claims presented property. | property. | valuation. | tua $1.000.
of 5 per cent. .| within one year. TN
ExXHIBIT A.
Alabama ........ 686, 07
(See second paragraph of letter.) t-Bl..D'tT 'g%;'g
[United States internal-revenue act of June 18, 1898—war-revenue tax.] 218, 424, 886 1, 250, 500
. LEGACY TAXES. gg}ifmglh: «eannen (1,983,001, 221 4,631, 500
‘here the whole amount of personal property is made up of legacies OTAAO®. .ouoennfennneanananas Shrmemennas
or_distributive shares, any ome of wh ehpixs.ymaa sm,olspo in actual | Connecticut .....J...... semeas 1,874,000
value, passing to any IEgéltee from any person on or after June 13, 1898, De‘lnwaref.é‘.)i.... B CECTTTEPPEEE PRSP S o|oes-s|  BOS,7EB
taxes accrue and must be paid in one year after the death of the testa- | Districtof Colum-
tor if testator dies subsequent to July 1, 1901, but if he deceased prior | _bif ............| 276,590,774/ 85,882,940 ‘312.178,714 67 10,114,150
to July 1, 1901, and after June 12, 1898, then within 12 months 99, 872,007) -81,299,1 130, 671, 601, 567
ending June 30, 1902, and before distribution to the legatees, as follows : 848, 065, 357,316, 487| 705, 382, 425 6, 937, 000
Plf:.lslmtl;l property valued over $10,000 and not over $25,000, the tax R et S %"Eﬁﬁ'ﬁ-‘} 1,71%46360
B : e ] s " " " .
1. Legatees of lineal Issue or lineal ancestor, brother or sister to 1,110,391, 660, 740, 437 1,776,182, 1,510,163
the person who died, for each and everg $£100 clear value, $0.75. 613, 125, 408 None,
2. Legatee, the descendant of a brother or sister of the person who 066, 221 52, 511, 260, 520, 000
died, for each and every $100 clear valve, $1.50. Kentucky .. 753,464,905 ... ... (%)
3. Where legatee is the brother or sister of the father or mother, or | LouisianaZ2.. 523, 800, 47 60 11, 108, 300
a descendant of a brother or sister of the father or mother of the person | Maine...... 364,898, T141....... 713
who died, for each and every £100 clear value, $3. Maryland?.......|.cocooaeana.. foaities -...| 765,109,228 .
4, Where legatee is the brother or sister of the grandfather or grand- | Massachusetts? 799, 062, 70711, 775, 078, 438/ 4, 574,136, 145/
mother, or a descendant of the brother or sister of the sald grand- | Michigan........ 1,283, 187,288 365, 534, 128] 1, 648, 671, 411

parentz of the person who died, for each and every £100 clear value, $4.

5. Where legatee shall be in any other degree of collateral consan-
guinity than is hereinbefore stated, or a stranger in blood to the person
who died, or shall be a body politic or corporate, for each and every
$100 clear value, $5.

Prov , that all legacies, etc., passing to husband or wife of the
person who dled shall be exempt from tax or duty.

Legacles not exceeding $10,000 exempt. (T. D, No. 129.)

XLVI—17

1 For year 1908,

2No recent report obtainable.

! Exclusive of railroad, telephone, and telegraph property.
1 Fiscal year 1907.

b Public-service corporations included.

® No bonded debt, except perpetual irredeemable bonds,

7 Net debt, $562,901.

ENet debt.
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Bonded debts and assessed valuations of Siates—Continued.

Per
Tax
atama | Veuton | Veluton | ol |cent| T3 | ponaen
es, r
property. | property. | valuation. | tual nm
Minnesota . 084,986, 33 £2, 441,000
Hhai«aigpi o . A 297,173.50-75 3, 589,226
Missourl ......... ].28,':".!(‘:‘;1l 1] 4,808, B39
Moninnoa 401,064 50 384, 000
Nebru:ka®. ... 735,464 20 None.
Nevadn?®......... 856,142........ 530, 000
New Llxnmpshires, 219,835, ... 8§31, 700
New.lersey® ..... .|. SRRl
New Mexico ..... 724,838 20 1, €01, 500
New York........ 118,681 86} .| 41,230, 660
North Carolina .. 005,223 60 7,200, 500
North Dakots.... 000,000 25 694, 000
Ohi0. ....connena=-]1,590,299,7 630,824 60 1, 655, 000
Oklahoma ....... 000, 000{ 100 1,460, 000
DEEON . & oo casnnclan .| 598,183,963 ..... None.
Pennsylvania?... 13 509,771,890 . ... 172,831
Rhode Islands. .. 497,547, 5 8,341,639
Bonth ‘arolina .. 5 40 6,685, 774
South Dukota....| 233,006, 86,061,126 321,030, 20 None.
Tennessee? ......| 275,464, G8,722,101) 444,186, 7 0 11, 808,400
Texas?s, .. ....[1, 508,082 341| 671,040,139 2,174,122, 480 ... 3,989,
Utah®... S e 60 y
Vermont...eeee.- 897,747 185,826,798 el cernd]iannas 24 Lo
Virginia ... - 167,114,4281 579,505,559, ...... 24,986,959
Washington ..... 108, 077, 790,419, “ 1,406, 024
Ww 88, 000, 000, 1, 068, 000, T None.
W e 577,271, 561] 2,478, 561,786/ 100 2,251,
TWHDDIDE - oo coes e s bnta sannafirasnnnsinsna)  ILIRLIIY T3 160,
1Exclusive of railroad, telephone, and telegraph property.
2Ineluding railroads.
* For year 1908,
4Tax rate varies in each county, running from 1.20 to 3.10.
8 Tax rate is for all te, county, town, and school.
#No recent report o ble.
TNet debt.
$Fiscal year 1007,

#Public-service corporations included.
The returns are for the fiscal year 1909, except when otherwise indicated.

From the day of the approval of the so-called organic act until the
present hour, and becaunse of what this compact meant to the people of
the country, there has been a steady flow, amounting to about per
cent of the Distriet's population annuallIy, into the Distriet of Colum-
bia, a goodly number of whom are of large and still more of small
means, sufficlent to establish homes at the permanent seat of govern-
ment ; resulting in the passing years in a hundredfold stimulation of its
land and improvement values above what might fairly be considered
such values would be were this loeality not the seat of government and
dependent merely upon its rather poor physical advantages for growth, or
as the city of Alexandria, with better advantages, might have developed
in e intervening years had the permanent seat of government not been
estuliished at this point.

Tkese supernormal land and improvement values for so small an area,
upon which taxes sufficient for one-half the cost of maintaining and de-
veloping the Natlional Capital are now , incident to location at
the seat of government in the District of Columbia, as compared, say,
with those obtaining in Alexandria and vicinity, were brought about
largely by the owners themselves, because they mnust have believed, as
the debates in Congress show was the intention, that under the L'Enfant
plan and the foregeing compacts the eity of Washington and the District
of Columbla would now surely be developed al the lines of a great
National Capital, previous experience having shown that without such
favoring arrangement there was little or no development whatever; and
such people as are stlll seeking homes in the District of Columblia, it is
fair to presume, are of a similar mind, and have equal confidence in the
pexépetuation of this later compact.

uch a state of stimulated land and improvement valges as actually
and Eractica.lly exists in the District of Columbia, is, therefore, that to
which communities—New York Clity, for instance, under its present ad-
ministration—desire to attain with a view to the ultimate abolition of
personal taxes other than tangible, as a means of stimulating its land
and improvemens at such valuation as that the tax upon land and im-
provements—{rom which the owner can not hope to escape—shall be
suflicient for most municipal purposes.

The board finds that inheritance tax, as applied in this country, is
one levied by the State or Territory, and therefore gmumnhés; because
necessary as a help toward payment of the cost of State or Territorial
gnlvﬁgnmexzt as separate and distinet from that of its counties, muniei-
palities, ete.

That the District of Columbia, while it approximates in area to n
county of a State, is nevertheless actually and Eracticau,v governed
throughout this area, though in some ina¥ances ¥ instrumentalities
kindred to those of county and State, yet all at the administrative cost
of a municlgﬂl organization only, and therefore without the need of any
tax designed in other jurisdictions to support administrative organiza-
tions or to cover the I in other communities that do not here exist;
in which connection the Bistrict of Columbia occupies a separate, dis-
tinet, and creditable statistical status for which the Census Bureau
has not yet evolved a fair comparative.

When the President in his inaugural address recommended a * gradu-
ated inheritance tax as correct in prineiple,” he probably comprehended
the levy of an inheritance tax that might be imposed throughout the
cmmtrf for the benefit of the Federal Government, and therefore at
that time applicable to the District of Columbla in common with its
application elsewhere, and for this reason also the board is of the
og nion that this tax should not, therefore, be imposed upon the District
of Columbia until the necessities of the Federal Government reqluh'e that
'pi‘uchun Enx should be imposed throunghout the country or at

erritories.

The board has not found opportunit]{l to pass upon the question of
graduation of rates and scales In this bill as compared with those in the

east the

foregoing State Table A and United States table of graduated rates and
ecales enforeed during the Spanish-American War, and therefore request
opportunity to be heard upon the same and the form of the measure at
such later l;u:rlr.ul as may suit your committee.

This bil rFrm-ide!; a graduated inheritance tax for the District of
Columbia. here is a general exemption of $3,000 to all classes of per-
sons. Where immediate members of a family are invelved the exemp-
tion is $10,000. It is proposed that estates valued between $3,000 and
§50,000 shall pay a tax of 2§ per cent, those valued more than $50,000
shall pay 5 per cent. Furthermore, property granted or devised purel
for charitable, religious, educational, scientifie, hospital, missionary, 1it-
erary, patriotic, historical, or cemetery purposes is entirely e:em})t.

It is believed that an inberitance-tax law should be enacted for the
Distriet of Columbia at this time. This form of taxation has been
adopted in recent years by the ieadinﬁ_ countries of the world and by
nearly all the States of the Union. his system of taxation has be-
come fixed in the United Btates, and doubtless will soon obtain in
every State, At Sresent all save the followi States have such a tax:
Rhode Island, Indiana, Kansas, Nevada, Mississippi, Florida, Alabama,
Georgia, and SBouth Carolina.

The principal features of this bill are: (1) The exemptions; (2)

rl-agtu:il on of the tax; (3) different rate as between near and remote

n i

In England estates valued less than £500 are exempt; in France no
exemptions save alms; in any estates of no greater value than
$125 are exempt. The laws of the States of the Union vary greatly
as to exemptions. A distinction is usually made between direct and
collateral heirs. Many Btates have no exemptions as to collateral
heirs, but most of them exempt a small amount. The following States
have a general exem;;ﬁon of §500: California, Colorado, Delaware,
Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Montana, New flersey. New
York, andl Wyl?rgjng. { % e

In nearly all States there is a greater exemption in prope going to
direct heirs or immediate members of the family tgan to collateral
25'5?}0 gr strangers. These exemptions wusnally run from $2,000 to

The proposed bill is very liberal in the exemptions in respect to
property devised for religious, eduecational, scientific, and like purposes,
for the reason that the District is naturally situated and destined to
become a great center for institutions carrying on this work. It is
believed that snch institutions should be fostered.

In England, France, Germany, and many of the States of the Union
the tax varies according to the size of the estate. The graduation of
the tax is generally recommended where there are no constitutional
obstacles in the way. To uate the tax enables a relatively small
rate to be applied to small estates. The 2; per cent on estates between
$£3,000 and $50,000 in the proposed bill is a very moderate tax com-
pared with the rates in the various States, and the 5 per cent on all
estates over $50,000 is about the average rate applied.

Congress has ample power to enact such a law. Congress shall have
power ‘' to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over
such District (not exceeding 10 miles square) as may, by cession of
particular States and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat of
the Government of the United Btates." (Comstitution, Art. I, sec. 8.)

In view of the faet that practically all the States have inheritance-
tax laws, such a law is needed in the Distriet. Otherwise the National
Capital will constitute an asylum for men of wealth to establish a resi-
dence in for testamentary purposes. This is very unfair to the States.

This tax is needed, also, to.equalize the burden of taxation in the
Distriet. At present intangible rsonal property is not taxed. The
man of small means, with household furniture and a cow or a horse,
is taxed on all he has, but the man who owns stocks, bonds, mortgages,
royalties, and the like, pays no tax thereon. An inheritance tax Is the
only tax such property will ever pay. Bo, this tax iz not needed to
gamv:tlle more revenue, it is needed properly to distribute the burden of

xation.

The report of the Commissioners of the District, hereinafter con-
talned, states that such a tax Is correct in prineciple, but should not be
applied save when there is necessity to impose it, and that such neces-

ty does not now exist. We believe the necessity is found in the need
of eliminating the District as a tax-dodger's asylum and in the need of
better distributing the burden of taxation. ;

Furthermore, the report shows that the bonded indebtedness of the
Bts'trtct is $10,114,150, an amount exceeded by only four States of the

nion.

1t would seem not undesirable, to secure greater revenue, that this
indebtedness might be paid.

In considering Table C in the report, one should bear in mind that
the District tax is compared with State taxes, and while a resident of
the District pays only this Distriet tax, in the several States a citizen
must not only the State tax, but also a county, city, and school tax,
and of the total amount the State tax is but a fraction.

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, T move that the House resolve
itself info Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for consideration of the bill (H. R. 20157) making appro-
priations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for
other purposes, and pending that I desire to arrange, if I can,
for the time for general debate. As I understand, on both sides
of the House, time for general debate is requested. I suggest
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Kewiaer], on the
Appropriations Committee, that there be six hours of general
debate, three hours of which shall be controlled by the genfle-
man from Massachusetts on the minority side and three hours
by myself, the time to be equally divided, and I make that
request, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that general debate close on this bill in six hours, one
half to be controlled by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Keuinrr] and one half by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Keirer]. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from
Ohio that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the
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Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the pension appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the pension appropriation bill, with Mr. SterviNg in the chair.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. How long is the bill?

Mr. KEIFER. It is not very long. It will be read by para-
graphs later on.

Mr, MANN. We may not hear it at that time. It is only a
short bill, and we ought to know what the pensions amount to.

Mr, KEIFER. Very well, let it be read.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard and the Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 29157) making appropriations for the payment of invalid

and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1912, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted, ete., That the rollowinf sums be, and the same are
hereby. appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated. for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, namely :

For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For Invalids, widows,
minor children, and dependent relatives, Army nurses, and all other
pensioners who are now borne on the rolls, or who may hereafter
Elsced thereon, under the provisions of any and all acts of Congress,

153,000,000 : Provided, That the appropriation aforesaid for Navy pen-
kions shall be paid from the income of the Navy genslon fund, so far as
the same shall be sufficient for that purggse: rovided further, That
the amount expended under each of the above items shall be accounted

for separately.

For fees and expenses of examinin nurﬁmuns, pensions, for services
rendered within the fiscal year 1912, $200,000.

For salaries of 18 agents for the payment of pensions, at 4,000 each,
§72.000, or €0 much thereof as may be necessary.

For clerk hire, and other services, pension agencies, $385,000, or =0
much thereof as may be necessary : Provided, That the amount of elerk

hire, and other services, and the salaries pald shall be subject to the
approval of the Secretary of the Interior.

or rent, New York agency, §4,

For examination and Inspection of pension agencies, $1,500.

For stationery and other necessary expenses, $235,000.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to occupy
muech time on the bill, and at present I desire to reserve the
part of the time that I control, and I will ask the gentleman
from Massachusetts to proceed with the general debate on the
other side.

AMr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I yield two hours to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. SMiTH].

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr., Chairman, the Republican Party
met in national convention in June, 1908, and, in obedience to an
almost universal demand of the American people, declared * for
a revision of the tariff by a special session of Congress im-
mediately following the inauguration ” of the President then to
be elected. During the campaign which ensued the Republican
leaders, including their nominee for the Presidency, asserted
over and over again that the revision which their platform
declared for meant a revision downward, and that if the Re-
publican Party was again intrusted with power such revision
would be made. .

Relying upon these promises the people again placed the
Republican Party in power, giving it the Presidency and both
Houses of Congress by unusually large majorities.

Immediately after the new President was inaugurated he
called the Congress together in special session., But this was as
far as the party went in ecarrying out its promises to the
people. Congress revised the tariff, but not in accordance with
Republican promises. The revision was so slight that experts
differ as to whether it was an upward or a downward revision.
But whether upward or downward, it was not substantial. All
agree it did not fulfill the promises of the party or meet the
demands or expectations of the people.

It completely fulfilled the prophecy of the Democratic Party,
announced in its platform, that the people could not safely trust
g0 important a work as a revision of the tariff “to a party
which is o deeply obligated to the highly protected interests as
is the Republican Party.”

And in consequence, at the election recently held, the people
gave expression to their disappointment and displeasure by
administering to the Republican Party such an overwhelming
defeat as it has not had for many years.

The revision of the tariff now having been intrusted to a
Democratic House of Representatives, it is not out of place to
begin the discussion of some of the more important questions
which are sure to arise when that work is taken up in detail. A
tariff only for revenue is the time-honored Democratic position,

and I have the right to assume that when the country commis-
sions a Democratic House of Representatives to revise the tariff
we are expected to reduce it to a revenue basis,

But whether we should make such reduction at once or only
gradually, or whether it shall be done by a general revision or
by the revision of one schedule at a time it is not my purpose
to discuss on this occasion. My remarks now shall be directed
especially to the question as to how the duties must be laid un-
der a revenue tariff system, so as not to handicap or injure any
of the industries of the country.

I shall undertake to show that this can be done only by
placing the raw materials of manufacture on the free list. I
shall undertake to show that without the importation of such
raw material free of duty a tariff only for revenue as contra-
distinguished from a tariff for protection is impossible without
disaster to many of our industries, from which it will follow
that the free raw material doctrine is the true Democratic
doctrine.

I shall also undertake to show that the Democratic Party
has never taken a position against this doctrine either before or
since the Cleveland era, as has been charged in some guarters,
but, on the contrary, that party and its leaders have on many
occasions emphatically declared for that doctrine.

WHAT IS RAW MATERIAL?

First, let us see what is meant by raw material as it is used
in the discussion of tariff legislation. David B. Hill defined it
to be “a production which is in its lowest and crudest form
when it enters into commerce.” And as examples he mentions
coal, iron ore, and lead ore. Of course we all know that raw
material is largely a relative term, for often one man’s raw ma-
terial is another’'s finished product. But in tariff discussion
raw material is understood to be those great crude materials,
such as coal, iron ore, lumber, and so forth, which enter into and
are the very bases of manufacture generally.

- WHY RAW MATERIAL SHOULD NOT BE TAXED.

Mr. Chairman, there is an imperative reason why raw. ma-
terial should be admitted into the country free of duty if only
a revenue duty is to be levied upon manufactured products, and
that is because practically all other manufacturing countries
admit raw material duty free.

If we levy a tariff upon raw material, we would, to the extent
of the tariff, increase the cost of the manufacturers’ products
into which such raw material is made, and we would thereby
handicap the home manufacturer in his contest with the for-
eign manufacturer in foreign markets. Indeed, the tendency
and effect of a tax upon raw material would be to greatly
impair and in a great measure destroy the export trade of our
home manufacturers.

Moreover, it would give the foreign manufacturer an ad-
vantage over the home manufacturer in our own home markets
mmless a compensatory duty should be levied in favor of the
home manufacturer, and if such compensatory duty were levied
the cost to the consumer would be increased to that extent.

Other very disastrous consequences would follow the eurtail-
ment of our export trade. The demand for our raw material
would thereby be correspondingly curtailed and the demand for
labor greatly diminished. Every duty levied upon the raw ma-
terial of manufacture operates as so much protection in favor
of foreign manufacturers against our manufacturers both at
home and abroad.

Qn the other hand, the advantages to be derived from free
raw material are many. If our manufacturers were not bur-
dened by ‘a tax upon their raw material they would need no
protection, and the duty upon their products could be reduced
to a revenue basig. They could go into foreign markets and
meet the competition of the world. They could expand their
export trade and thereby enlarge the demand for raw material
at home, thus giving the producer of raw material a steady
market for his product.

They would be enabled to sell to the consumers of this country
more cheaply, and under the reduced tariff would be eompelled
to do so.

Some of the advantages of free raw material were well ex-
pressed by Senator Richard Coke in a speech in the Senate of
the United States on April 12, 1888, when he said:

Give us free, untaxed machinery and free raw material, such as coal
ore, wool, jute, and other textile products, these being the bases of all
manufacture, a tariff devoted solely to raising revenne for the support
of the Government will doubly protect the American workingman's
wages and send our cheapen goods without handicap into ?Dm‘]
markets to meet and defy the competition of the world. All the
reasons for placing raw materials on the free list apply with twenty-
fold power to the machinery which manufactures it.

Not one mund of machinery engaged in the manufacture of any article
on the dutlable list, nor of raw material entering into any such article,

should pay a slngle penny of tariff tax. All incumbrances, every hin-
drance, every ounce of weight that can be removed from our products,
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should be taken away and American emergy, resources, inventlom, skill,

and genius given a falr opportunity of winning primaey in the com-
merce of the world. en this grand consummation sh occur, as it
must sooner or later, and the sooner the better, the produets of the

working s labor, no longer confined to the home market as now,
with its fitful seasons of high demand and glut, nor to the manipula-
tions of “combines” and trusts, will find steady sale in all the
markets of the world and thus will be insured steady employment to the
labor which it creates.

But, Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the evil consequences
which, as I have pointed out, would result from a tax upon raw
material under a tariff levied solely for revenue, and notwith-
standing the great advantages to be derived from placing raw
material on the free list, there are to be found a few Demoerats,
some of them prominent, who insist this raw material shall be
taxed so Iong as a duty is levied upon the manufactured article
into which it is made.

This tariff dogma is evidently of very recent origin, for we
do not find it 1aid down in any of the tariff literature of the
country. And it seems also to be purely arbitrary as no one
has ever been able to give a satisfactory reason for it.

Why should we arbitrarily say we will never agree to take
the duty off raw material as long as a duty remains upon the
finished product? Take coal, for instance, which is used in
almost every manufacture. Could anything be more absurd
than to say that as long as any duty remains upon any manu-
factured article that coal is used in making we will insist on
maintaining a duty on conl? The same may be said of iron ore,
lumber, and other raw materials, which are used generally in
manufactures.

The advocates of this new doctrine might as well tell us they
are not in- favor of putting these raw materials on the free list
under any circumstances whatever, as a repeal of the duty on
all the manufactured articles into which they enter would be
a repeal of practically our entire system of tariff laws, which
is impossible as long as we must raise a large part of our
revenues by tariff taxsation.

FREE RAW MATERIAL NOT PROTECTION.

They tell us that putting raw materials on the free list is
only one of the methods of affording protection to the manu-
facturers, and is therefore a Republican doctrine. They utterly
fail to draw the distinetion between an affirmative act on the
part of Congress to protect a manufacturer from foreign com-
petition and a refusal by Congress to handicap a manufacturer
in his efforts to meet foreign competition, which* is wholly a
different thing. One is to give the home manufacturer an ad-
vantage by putting a handicap on the foreign manufacturer,
wlhile the other is to handieap neither, but to give them an equal
chance. When two men enter a race it is no protection to one
of them to refuse to put a burden upon him. It is only a simple
act of fairness and justice.

It is true Alexander Familton, in his report on manufactures,
recommended the exemption of the materials for manufacturers
from duty as one of the means of encouraging and building up
manufactures in this country, but in doing this he only pointed
out the obvious fact that our manufacturers would stand a
better show of success agninst foreign competition if no handi-
cap were placed upon them by legislation which would add to
the cost of their raw material and thereby inerease the cost of
their manufactures. He was not recommending any advantage
over the foreign manufacturer in favor of the home manufae-
turer. His idea was only to secure equal opportunity for the:
home manufacturer. However, if free raw material could be
preperly called protection to American manufacturers, such pro-
teetion would be infinitely better than protection in favor of
foreizcn manufacturers against our own manufacturers as a
tariff upon raw material would be.

DOES NOT GIVE MANUFACTURERS FREE TRADE IN WHAT THEY BUY AND
PROTECTION ON WHAT THEY SELL.

Another reason they say they are opposed to free raw ma-
terial is because it gives manufacturers free trade in what they |
buy while leaving them protection on what they sell.

Certainly they ought not to complain if our manunfacturers |
should have the good fortune to have free trade in what they |
buy. Their complaint, then, is necessarily against the policy |
of leaving manufacturers protection on what they sell. If that |
is what is proposed, their objection would meet my hearty ap-
proval. But such is not the case. The Democratic proposal is
to- put raw material on the free list, and at the same time re- |
duce all protective duties to a revenue basis, which means a
competitive: basis. Then, under soch a system, the manufae-
turer would not only be able to buy in a competitive market,
but he would be required to sell in a ecompetitive market.
Those who oppose free raw material seem to overlook the great
difference between a competitive market and a protected mar-
ket, and this seems to result in o great deal of confusion in
their own minds.

I am not discussing the Republican protective tariff system.
The main purpose of that system is te shield the industries of
this country from competition from abroad. This is effected
by imposing duties so high upon imports that the foreigner can
not pay the duty and compete with our industries. This enables
those engaged in heme industries to advance prices on thelr
products against onr own people and thus make their own
business more profitable. It is a taxation of the many for the
benefit of the few. It is an exercise of the taxing power of
the Government for the benefit of private enterprise.

Such a system of taxation is called protection, and the Demo-
eratic Party rightly denounces it as robbery. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Viewing protection from a Republican standpoint, of course
every fair-minded man, it seems to me, would insist that if its
benefits are to be extended to any of the industries of the
country, they ought to be extended to all. Any diserimination
would be unjust. To put raw material on the free list under a
protective system would only benefit the manufacturer. It
would not reduce prices to the consumer. The tax remitted on
the raw material would not only be lost to the Government
revenues, but it would be tfransferred fo the pockets of the
manufacturers. And in that case eomplaint could well be
made that the system is unjust, because it discriminates against
the producer of raw material. And complaint could well be
made also because the manufacturers are given free trade in
what they buy while leaving them protected on what they sell

And while Democrats might denounce protection as robbery,
yet if the system is forced upon them they can consistently
denounce any diseriminations or inequalities it may contain.
Whether or not they can afford to oppose discriminations under
a protective policy to the extent of asking protection for the
industries in which they happen to be interested is a question
of poliecy I shall not now discuss.

But we are not discussing what ought to be done under a pro-
tective system. The question is, What ought to be done under
a Democratic tariff system, which would protect neither raw
material nor the manufacturer’s product? [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Can it be, then, that when they argue that free raw material
would give manufacturers free trade in what they buy and
leave them protection on what they sell they refer to the “ inci-
dental protection” that a revenue rate would give the manu-
facturers? Necessarily this must be true, for “ incidental pro-
tection ” is the only kind of protection that can exist under a
Democratie tariff.

A Democratic tariff is a tariff levied only for revenue. It
is always fixed at or below a point which will produce the
maximum amount of revenue. This means it must be at a
point which will allow free competition from goods imported
from abroad. While there is theoretically some protection in
such a tariff, practically there is very little—so little that it
would be the height of folly to contend that the advantages to
be derived from extending it to raw material would justify an
injury to our manufacturing industries or the additional bur-
dens which it would place upon the people.

President Polk discussed this very question in his second
annual message to Congress. After denouncing the protective
act of 1842 on account of its inegualities and diseriminations
in favor of manufacturers, just as Secrefary of the Treasury
Walker had denounced it and as it ought to have been de-
nounced, he diseussed the act of 1846, which had superseded
the act of 1842, He said:

The favored classes, who, under the unequal and unjust system which
has been repealed, have heretofore realized large profits, and mang of
them am: large fortunes at the expense of the many who have be
made tributary to them, will have no reason to compiain if they shall
be reguired to bear their just Sch ortion of the taxes necessary for the
support of the Government. So far from it, it will be perceived by an
examination of existing law that discriminations in the rates of duty
imposed within the revenue prineiple have been retained in their favor.
The incidenta! aid against forelgn competition which they still enjo:
gives them an advantage which no other pursuits possess, but of t
none others: will complain, because the dunties levied are necessary for
revenue. * ® The country will be satisfied with these rates,
becanse the advantages which the manufacturers still enjoy result neeces-
sarily from the collection of revenue for the support of the Government.

Mr. Polk drew the proper distinetion. Protection which re-
quired the people to pay tribute to private manufacturers was
intolerable. But the “ incidental protection” in favor of manu-
facturers necessarily resulting from merely revenue rates,
which are levied solely for the needs of the Government, ought
not to be complained of by anyone and ought to be satisfactory
to the country.

ANY ATTEMPT TO EQUALIZE BENEFITS LEADS TO PROTECTION.

Mr. Chairman, those who insist npon an equitable distribu-
tion and equalization of the benefits of this so-called * incidental
protection” ought to be able to show some substantial ad-
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vantage to be secured thereby, but they are not., On the con-
trary, it may be easily shown that any effort in this direction
would result in piling up a heavy and burdensome system of
taxation upon the consumers of this country unnecessarily.

Let me prove this by an illustration. Suppose a duty of 20
per cent is levied upon a manufacturer’s raw material, and
then you undertake to give the manufacturer the same amount
of incidental protection that you have given the producer of
raw material. Can you do so by levying in the manufacturer’s
favor exactly the same amount of tariff you have levied in
favor of the raw material? Not by any means. By levying the
20 per cent duty on the raw material you have placed a burden
to that extent upon the manufacturer, and when you levy an
equal amount of duty in favor of the manufacturer you have
only removed his burden and placed him in the same position
relatively as he was before any duty was levied upon the raw
material. You have not yet given him a particle of “ incidental
protection.” 8o, in order to give the manufacturer * incidental
protection ” equal in amount to that given to the producer of
raw material, you will still have to go further and levy an ad-
ditional duty in favor of the manufacturer, equal in per cent,
but, on account of increase of cost of production, greater in
amount than the duty levied upon the raw material.

The result of this equalization of duties would be, these taxes
would all be ecarried over in a lump into the finished produect,
and that much would be added to the cost to the consumer,
Manufacturers would be greatly hampered in their export trade,
producers of raw materials and labor would be correspondingly
injured, and competition from abroad curtailed, and all the evil
consequences which usually grow out of a protective system
would ensue. And all for what? Merely that the very small
benefits to be derived from the “ incidental protection ” afforded
by a revenue duty may be equalized. Such stupendous folly, I
dare say, has not a parallel in the legislative history of this
country. If this sort of thing is to be continued, let some one
explain how and when the people are to be relieved from the
exactions and burdens of Republican protection and from the
trusts and monopolies that grow out of that abominable system.

But if an equitable distribution of the incidental benefits of
a revenue tariff is to be made, let me call attention to another
fact which ought to be taken into consideration, but which
these equitable distributors seem to ignore, and that is, the
producers of raw material already enjoy an advantage that
the manufacturers do not have. As I have already said, every
manufacturing country on the globe admits raw materials free;
therefore the American producer of raw material has a world-
wide open and free market for his product, whereas the manu-
facturers of this country are handicapped by foreign tariff laws,
some of them highly protective, whenever they export their
products for sale. So, in view of this great disadvantage to our
manufacturers in the foreign markets, it would seem to me that
no one ought to begrudge them the small benefits that may acci-
dentally result to them from a tariff laid with the view solely
to raising revenue, and which still leaves them to compete, even
in our home market, with the manufacturers of foreign
countries.

Mr, Chairman, nothing can be more un-Democratic than this
scramble for the benefits of a tariff. Democrats have always
regarded the tariff as a tax, and they have always treated it
as such. They have looked to its burdens instead of to its
benefits and have endeavored to adjust and distribute its bur-
dens justly and equitably. Those who regard the tariff as a
benefit and enter into a despicable scramble for a share in its
benefits and whe regard the parceling out of its benefits of
more importance than a just distribution of its burdens are
properly regarded by Democrats as nothing more or less than
protectionists. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

TARIFF ALWAYS PAID BEY CONSUMERS.

Another objection that is made to free raw material is that
it relieves the manufacturers of taxation and that it transfers
to other classes the taxes from which it has relieved the manu-
facturers. This objection shows an utter misconception of the
nature and effect of tariff laws. It would indicate that those
who make this argument look upon an import duty as a direct
tax which can be levied upon particular industries or occupa-
tions. Nothing can be further from the faect. It is a tax which
is levied for the privilege of importing into this country goods
from abroad, and it is always paid by the consumer. If a manu-
facturer shonld import raw material for his own use or if he
purchases raw material imported by some one else upon which
a duty is paid, he adds such duty into the cost of his finished
product, and it is paid by the consumer. This the manufacturer

is entitled to do, in fact, must do, or else his business must
fail, for no manufacturer can do business unless he can include
in his selling price the entire cost of his production, It is an f

utter impossibility to levy a tariff tax against any occupation
or industry. When men insist that both raw material and the
finished product shall be subject to duty, they are necessarily
advocating double taxation upon the consumer. They must
know that when they insist that if a duty is levied upon what
the manufacturer sells to the people, that the manufacturer
should be required to pay a tax on what he buys from the
people is only a flippant, meaningless statement which is fit
only to arouse the prejudices of and to mislead the unthinking.
[Applause on the Democratic side.] They further object to free
raw material by saying that when we take the tariff from raw
materials we must increase the tariff on other articles; that it
simply amounts to a transfer and not a reduction of taxes,
and that it usually relieves one class of taxpayers by increasing
the burdens of others, Not =o. If no duty be imposed upon
raw material, the duty on all manufactures can be reduced to a
revenue basis from which we wowld derive a greater amount of
revenue than from the high-tariff system which necessarily
results from the taxed raw material policy.

Under the free raw material system we could relieve the
people of all burdens of protection and of compensatory duties,
and at the same time greatly increase our revenues. However,
if after such a system should be inaugurated there should be
any deficiency in the revenues, I would not make up such de-
ficiency by increasing duties. I would make it up by levying an
income tax, and by so doing require the wealth of this country,
which has been largely acquired under the protective system, to
contribute its just share to the support of the Government,
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

MY POSITION ON THE TARIFF IN ACCORDANCE WITH DEA TIC RULES.

Mr. Chairman, it is easy to show that the position I take upon
this tariff question is strictly in accord with the rules which
have always guided Democrats in the preparation of tariff laws.
Those rules, as laid down by Secretary of the Treasury Walker
in his report of 1846, are:

1. That no more revenue should be collected than is necessary for the
wants of the Government economically expended.

2. That no dut{ be imposed upon any article above the lowest rate
which will yield the largest revenue.

3. That below such rate discrimination may be made, descending Im
the seale of dutles; or, for imperative reasons, the article may be placed
in the list of those free from all duty.

4. That the maximum revenue duty shounld be imposed upon luxuries,

5. That the duty should be so im as to operate as equally as
possible throughout the Union, discriminating nelflfer for mor against
any class or section.

My contention is that there are imperative reasons why raw
materials should be placed upon the free list, and those impera-
tive reasons I have already pointed out. Some Democrats make
the mistake of placing the incidental protection the producers
of raw material get out of a revenue tariff above all other con-
siderations. My contention further is, that when Secretary
Walker said that the duty should be so imposed as to operate
as equally as possible throughout the Union, neither discrimi-
nating for or against any class or section, he had primarily in
mind the burdens and not the benefits of the duty, and that his
position was that a proper and just distribution of the burdens
should be made, discriminating for nor against any class or sec-
tion. He did not mean that the benefits should be eguitably
distributed to the neglect of an equalization of the burdens.

FREE RAW MATERIAL DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINE.

It has been contended that the doctrine of free raw material
is un-Democratic, and I have heard some very ingenious argu-
ments made to sustain this view. Of course, the evidence is so
conclusive that the party held to the doctrine of free raw ma-
terial during what is called the Cleveland era (which, by the
way, embraces the only.period of Democratic ascendency since
the war) that no one can dispute the fact. But once in a while
a meager supply of historical data and a few expressions of
public men are brought forward, and a labored argument is
made to show that such position of the Democratic party during
the Cleveland era was exceptional; to show that before that
time the party was against the free raw material doctrine, and
that since the close of the last Cleveland administration it has
again rejected that doctrine.

Mr. Chairman, I deny these contentions, I deny that in any
single instance where the question of free raw material has
been fairly raised, either before or since Cleveland’s time, the
Democratic Party has taken a position against it. Go back and
read over tariff history since the beginning of the Government
up to the Civil War. You will find but little that will throw
light upon the question we are now discussing. Up to 1816
the country was so sparsely settled, the needs of revenue so
small, and industries were so unimportant, the tariff was never
made a political or partisan question. From 1816 to 1846
we had what is regarded as a protection period, during which
time the old Republican, now the Democratic Party, and the
opposition parties were alternately in control of the Government,
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From 1846 up to the Civil War we had what is known as a
free-trade era. But during all this time both parties were more
or less vacillating with reference to the tariff question. Neither
had assnmed a position with reference thereto so definite and
positive as they have since the war, when the tariff has be-
come relatively of so much more importance. For instance,
the highly protective act of 1828, carrying an average of duties
amounting to nearly 49 per cent, and which was called the
“tariff of abominations,” was prepared and passed by Jack-
son Demoecrats, and Jackson himself was elected President the
second time on a protective platform, while the act of 1857,
a very moderate revenue measure without protective features,
was supported in Congress by the Republicans as well as the
Democrats. I cite these historical facts merely to show that
prior to the Civil War the position of the parties with reference
to the tariff was not fixed. The fact that Democrats supported
the protective tariff of 1828, that the Democratic Party declared
for “adequate protection to American industry ” in 1832, and
that the slogan of the Polk campaign in some parts of the
country was “Polk and the tariff of 1842 which was “ pro-
tection run mad,” does not prove that prior to the war the
Democratic Party was a protection party. Neither does the
fact that the Republican Party supported the free-trade act of
1857 prove that party to have been an antiprotection party.

Just so the fact that the Democrats in the Senate voted down
a motion to recommit the tariff bill of 1846 with instructions
for free raw materials does not prove that the Democratic
Party is an antifree raw material party, because the very next
tariff bill prepared and passed by the Democrats, which was
the bill of 1857, provided for free raw material. As the incident
of 1846, to which I have just alluded, is the only instance
which has ever been cited to show that prior to the Civil War
the Democratic Party was against free raw, material, I have
the right to assume that the gquestion was not raised on any
other occasion and decided favorably to the contention of the
opponents of free raw material.

This being true, let us examine more particularly this single
instance and find out just what the facts were in regard to it,
and how far it goes toward proving their contention. An exami-
nation will show that a great deal more evidential effect has
been given to it than the real facts justify. In leading up to
the act of 1846 certain utterances of Calhoun, Sevier, Walker,
and Polk on the act of 1842 are frequently quoted. These utter-
ances denounced the features of that act which discriminated
against the producers of raw material, but the act of 1842 was
a protection measure, and the utterances of these men can have
no application to a measure framed only for raising revenue and
not for protection.

Now, as to the motion to recommit the bill of 1846. The ques-
tion of free raw material does not seem to have been raised
until the bill had passed both House and the Senate. An exami-
nation of the Recorp will show that an opponent of the bill
made the motion to recommit, and in doing so openly avowed on
the floor of the Senate his purpose to be to defeat the bill en-
tirely. Only eight days of the session remained, and all knew,
as the Recorp expressly shows, that any effort on the part of the
committee to revise the bill in accordance with the instructions
given them would necessarily extend beyond the end of the ses-
sion and kill the bill. So all the friends of the measure voted
against the motion to recommit.

MeDuffie, one of the leading Democratic Senators, in discuss-
ing the motion to recommit, said that only 5 per cent had been
levied on those raw materials which came in free under the act
of 1842, and that it was a very small matter, and he said he
would have been almost as willing to have it out of the bill as to
put it in. But, of course, we all know that at that stage of the
bill no Demoecratic Senator was willing to jeopardize its success
and assume the risk of continuing in operation the protection
act of 1842,

Secretary Walker, who may be properly designated as the
father of the act of 1846, himself said afterwards that that act
was susceptible of great improvement in that it should have put
the raw material of manufactures on the free list, as was the
practice of all enlightened nations. Every student of tariff
history knows that while the Walker tariff of 1846 marked the
abandonment of the protective policy which had obtained for
many years prior thereto, it was not entirely free itself from
protection. Mr. Calhoun, who was in that day and time more

or less tainted with protectionism, just as are some Democratic
Senators in our day and time, was able to put more or less pro-
tection in the bill, to put a tax upon many raw materials, and
thus prevent the measure from being a strictly revenue measure,
as it became 11 years later when modified by the act of 1857 in
accordance with the recommendation of a Democratic Secretary
of the Treasury.

Mr. Chairman, so unimportant as a party issue was the
tariff prior to the Civil War the subject was referred to in
only three platforms of the Democratic Party, in 1832, 1840,
and 1848, and then only briefly, and no mention was made of
the raw-material question. What the policy of other manufac-
turing nations may have been during that period of our history,
I am not informed. It may be they had not then adopted the
settled policy of free raw materials as they have now come to
do, and for that reason, while our people may have recognized
the advantages of free raw material, they may not have been
convinced of the absolute necessity of adopting the free raw
material doctrine during our earlier history. We may pass over
the war period, including the years following the surrender, when
the Republican Party controlled the Government practically
without Democratic opposition, during which time the war
duties remained on every import capable of producing revenue.
This condition existed practically until 1884, and during this
time whatever effort was made to modify our revenue system
was directed to questions other than the lowering of protective-
tariff duoties. Practically nothing was accomplished toward a
reform of the fariff, which, most of the time, was kept in the
background.

But I assert without the least fear of successful contradie-
tion that on every ocecasion since the war, when opportunity
offered, the Democratic Party has invariably stood for free raw
materials as a necessary feature of its plan to reduce the tariff
to a revenue basis. After obtaining control of the House of
Representatives in 1884, the Democrats, through their chair-
man of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. Morrison, pre-
sented a bill which, though unscientific in character, because it
provided for a horizontal reduction of duties, nevertheless pro-
vided for free iron ore, lumber, coal, and other raw mate-
rials. This bill was supported by an overwhelming majority
of the Democrats in the House, but was defeated by Republi-
cans. The Democratic Party, through Mr. Morrison, presented
another tariff bill in 1886, which provided for free lumber, salt,
woel, hemp, flax, and other raw material. In reporting the bill
to the House the unanimous report of the Democratic members
of the committee said:

The duties intended to be removed by the bill are chiefly those which
tax articles used by our own manufacturers, which subject them to a
hopeless com})et!tion at home and abroad with the manufacturing na-
tions, none of which taxes such materials, that our own manufacturers
may successfully compete, both at home and abroad, with manufacturing
nations which de not tax such materials, thus securing markets for the
products of hands now idle for want of work to do.

This bill also had the support of the Democrats of the House
and the opposition of the Republicans. But as every student of
tariff history knows, the first great battle for tariff reform came
in this country in 1888 when the Democratic members of the
Ways and Means Committee, through the Hon. Roger Q. Mills,
presented to the House of Representatives a tariff bill placing
hemp, flax, lumber, and other raw materials of manufactures on
the free list and reduecing manufactured products to a revenue
basis. In reporting this bill to the House of Representatives on
April 2, 1888, Mr. Mills, speaking for the Democrats of the com-
mittee upon the subject of free raw materials, said:

With the markets of the world open to us, our manufacturers may
run their mills on full time, give constant em%oyment to their laborers,
with a steadily increasing rate of wages. /ith the markets of the
world open to the sale of their products they will ereate an active and
constant demand for all the raw materials required in manufactures,
which will stimulate, promote, and reward the wool growers and the
producer of cotton, hemp, flax, hides, ores, and other materials of manu-
facture. We are the largest producers of cotton in the world, we are
second in the production of wool, we put on the markets annuall
guantities of hemp and flax, and our country is full of ores and coal.
What we need Is manufactures enough to consume all the annual prod-
unet of these materials and create an active demand for them, so that all
our workmen may be constantly employed and receive high prices for
their labor,

To nccomplish this our manufacturers must have markets for the sale
of their wares, and these markets are to be found In foreign countries
as well as at home. To take the foreign market from the foreign manu-
facturer we must produce our goods at a lower cost than he can. The
principal elements of cost are labor and material. In many of our
manutactures the labor cost is lower than in any country in the world,
and if the cost of materials were as low here as in forel{,'n countries we
could produce our goods more cheaply than they and largely increase
our exports to foreign markets.

The annual product of our manufactories 18 now estimated at
£7,000,000,000, of which amount we export only about £136,000,000, or
less than 2 per cent. If we could obtain free of dutf such raw materials
as we do not produce and ean oulf] be procured In foreign countries,
and mix with our home produet in the various branches of manufacture,
we could goon increase our exports several hundred millions. With un-
taxed raw materials we could keep our mills running on full time, our
operatives in constant employment, and have an active demand for our
raw materials in our own factories. If there should be no duty on any
materials entering into manufactures many articles now made abroad
would be made at home, which, while it would give more employment
to our own labor, would give a better market to many articles which we

roduce and which enter into manufactures, such as cotton, wool, hemp,
gax. and others.
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With this end in view we have gone as far as we could and done what
we could in the present condition of things to place our manufactures
upon & firm and unshaken foundation, where they wounld have advanta
over all the manufacturers of the world. Our manufacturers having the
advantage of all others in the intelligence, skill, and productive capacity
of their labor, need only to be placed on the same footing with their
:lilvals itlldbavlng their materials at the same cost in the open markets of

e world.

A minority report was made against the Mills bill, signed by
such Republicans as Kelley, Browne, Reed, McKinley, and Bug-
RrOWS, attacking mainly the free raw material features of the bill,
and upon this issue the two parties aligned themselves in the
great battle for tariff reform upon the floor of the House. When
the vote was taken every Democrat in the House except four
voted for the bill and all the Republicans against it.

The Senate at the time was Republican, and when the bill
reached that body the parties aligned themselves upon it just
as they did in the House. The Senate committee substituted a
protection bill, and in reporting it Senator ArLpricH severely
criticized the Mills bill for putting raw materials for manu-
factures on the free list. The Democratic members of the
committee, composed of such distinguished Democrats as Isham
G. Harris, Z. B. Vance, D. W. Voorhees, J. R. McPherson, and
James B. Beck, stood by the House bill and especially its free
list. On June T following the Democratic Party met in na-
tional convention at St. Lounis and indorsed the position which
the Democrats in Congress had taken in regard to the tariff,
and more specifically declared its indorscment of the * views
of President Cleveland in his (then) last annual message to
Congress as the correct interpretation of that platform upon
the question of tariff reduction.” Now, let us look to the mes-
sage of Mr. Cleveland, referred to, and see what he had to say
in regard to free raw material. Here is what he said, leaving
no doubt as to his position upon the question and making it
clear that the national convention meant to give emphatic
indorsement of the doctrine of free raw material. The message
read: i

The radical reduction of the duties imposed upon raw material used
in manufactures or its free importation is, of course, an important
factor in any effort to reduce the price of these necessaries. It would
not only relieve them from the increased cost caused b{l the tariff on
such material, but the manufactured product being thus cheapened
that part of the tariff now laid upon such product, as a compensation
to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material, could be
accordingly modified. Such uction or free importation would serve
besides to largely reduce the revenue. It is not apparent how such n
change can have any injurious effect upon our manufacturers. On the
contrary, it would appear to give them a better chance in foreign
markets with the manufacturers of other countries, who cheapen their
wares by free material. Thus our PeoPle might have the opportunity
of extending their sales beyond the limits of home consumption, savin
them from the depression, interruption in business, and loss cause
by a glutted domestic market, and affording their employees more
certain and steady labor, with Its resulting quiet and contentment,

The next great fight upon the tariff was in 1890, after the
Republican Party regained control of Congress and the Presi-
dency. Mr. McKinley, who was then the chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee, reported a bill from that committee to
the House which completely reversed the policy of the Mills
bill and provided a very high degree of protection to both raw
materials and manufactures. Against this bill the Democratic
members of the committee, who were John G. Carlisle, Roger
Q. Mills, Benton McMillin, C. R. Breckinridge, and Roswell P.
Flower, made a minority report. They took what they re-
garded the true Democratie position, which was that import
duties should be reduced to a revenue basis, and they pointed
out that the only way this could be done without injury to any
industry was to place the raw materials of manufactures upon
the free list. In arguing this guestion these eminent Demo-
crats sald in their report:

If it were not for the execessive cost of production in this country,
caused by the unnecessary taxation of crude and partially manufactured
materials which are essential in the processes of our indastries, we
could export and sell every year large quantities of the products of
our shops and factories after fully supplying the home demand at
reasonable prices.

We believe, therefore, that the only manner in which our industries
can be helped by leflslatlon at the present time is to exempt from
taxation the materials they are compelled to use and to reduce pro-
portionately the taxes on finished uoducta, 80 that all our farmers,
mechanies, and manufacturers ma able to compete on equal terms
with those of other countries. is is the )gollcy we advocate and
which we desire to see mnui,-urated and completed just as early and as
rapldly as circomstances will permit. The capitallst who has invested
his money in these industries, the laborers he employs, and the domestic
consumer to whom he sells would all be benefited and nobody will be
injured. With untaxed materials it is evident that they counld afford
to pay their laborers better wages than now and still sell their products
to consumers at lower prices than are now_charged.

Besldes this, under such a policy our manufactured products would
not be confined, as they are mow, almost exclusively to the domestie
market, but would enter all the markets of the world and compete suc-
cessfully with similar products from other manufacturlng countries,
The opening of these great markets for the sale of our goods would,
in our opinion, give constant employment not only to the thousands of
laborers now enga, in our manufacturing industries, but would create

4 demand for many thousands in addition, and unless we are greatly
deceived the time would soon come when there would be no importa-
tions of finished articles into this country, except such as our own

ple for climatic reasons could not produce or do not desire to pro-
uce. The only certain and pro{nr way to stop imfortations of such
products is to make them ourselves so cheaply that no foreign com-
petitor can afford to meet us in our own markets, and this we could
undoubtedly do with free materials,

When the McKinley bill was passed in the House, after a
fight in which the Democrats had aligned themselves for and
the Republicans against free raw materials, it was sent to the
Senate, and that body divided upon it along partisan lines, ex-
actly as had been done in the House. So determined were the
Democrats in the position they had taken that when the next
natip_ual convention met two years later they denounced the
McKinley tariff in their platform “as the culminating atrocity
of class legislation,” and expressly indorsed the * efforts of the
Democrats in Congress to modify its most oppressive features
in the direction of free raw materials and cheaper manufac-
tured goods.” Upon this platform the Democratic Party went
before the country and achieved the most overwhelming victory
within its history. At the convening of the first Congress there-
after the Democrats in Congress again took up the great fight
for tariff reform through the doctrine of free raw material for
manufactures. William L. Wilson, the Democratic chairman
of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, presented a
bill, and in his report on behalf of the Democratic members of
the committee said:

We have believed that the first step t rd
should be a release of taxes on the ;gtteg;ﬁs l::cfa
be no substantial and beneficial reduction upon the necessary cl
and other comforts of the American people, nor any substantial
beneficial enlargement of the field of American labor as long as we tax
the materinls and processes of production. Every tax upon the pro-
ducer falls with increased force on the consumer. Every tax on the
producer in this country is a protection to his competitors in all other
countries and so narrows his market as to limit the number and lessen
ihe wages of those to whom he can ﬁve employment. Every cheapen-
Inf in the cost or enlargement of the supply of his raw materPa.ls,
while primarily inuring to the benefit of the manufacturer himself,
passes under free competition immediately and gmsses entirely to the
consumer, who very soon gets even more benefit out of it tgnn such
reductions seem to earry, because with the rapid widening of his
market the mannfacturer is able to sell at a smaller profit. It is there-
fore a velg narrow and short-sighted view which supposes that we re-
lease the duties on iron ore and coal and wool and other like articles
solely for the benefit of those who manufacture our iron, steel, woolen
s o ettt ths Grdat mililonn o8 :

e are legl or the great m ns
and for the scores gof thuusagds of labgrerso tocoginger&g;yg:dy tthhe‘l:l;
give steady and well~PaId employment. It is no less a narrow and
short-sighted view which supposes that a removal of the tariff duties
on such necessaries of industry will inflict any real loss upon those who
produce them in our own country. The enlargement of markets for our
products in other countries, the Increase im the internal commerce,
and in the carrying trade of our own country will insure a growing
home market for all these things that will gquickly outstrip anything
they could have under the protective system.

The Republican members of the committee, composed of
Thomas B. Reed, J. C. Burrows, SereNo E. PAYNE, JouHN DAL-
zeLn, Albert J. Hopkins, and John H, Gear, six of the most
rabid protection Republicans in Congress, in their report as-
sailed the Wilson bill and made a most vigorous attack upon its
free raw material policies. And upon this issue the great tariif
battle of 1894 was fought, an overwhelming majority of the
Democrats in the House standing for free raw materials and
the Republicans against it. The Wilson bill provided for free
coal, free iron ore, free sugar, free lumber, and free wool.
When it went to the Senate there were, unfortunately, a few
protection Democratic Senators in that body, as there were in
the present Congress when the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill was
sent there last year. And these protection Senators had to be
reckoned with in order to get any sort of a tariff-reform meas-
ure through. An overwhelming majority of the Democratic
Senators favored the House bill, and especially its free raw
material features, but being forced to a compromise, they con-
sented to many amendments, including, among others, a transfer
of coal and iron ore from the free to the dutiable list. This
behavior on the part of these protection Senators was so shock-
ing to the Democratic conscience of the country that when the
bill went to conference President Cleveland wrote a letter to
Mr. Wilson denouncing the Senate bill as an act of “party
perfidy and dishonor.” In discussing the action of Democratic
Senators in putting a duty upon raw material, Mr. Cleveland
said in his letter:

One topie will be submitted to the conference which embodies Demo-
cratie principle so directly that it can not be compromised. We have
in our platforms and in every way Q‘é““’l“ declared In favor of the
free importation of raw materials. e have again and again prom-
ised that this shounld be accorded to our people and our manufacturers
as soon as the Democratic Party was Invested with the power to
determine the tariff policy of the country.

The party now has that power. We are as certaln to-day as we

have ever been of the great benefit that would accrue to the country
from the Inauguration of this policy, and mnothing has occurred to

reform of the tariff
industry. There can
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release us from our obligation to secure this advantage to our people.
It must be admitied that no tariff measure can accord with Democratic
prionciples and promises or wear a 1genume: Democratic badge that does
not provide for free raw materials. In these circumstances it may
well execite our wonder that Democrats are willing to deg:rt from
this the most Democratic of all tariff principles, and that the incon-
sistent absurdity of such a proposed departure should be emphasized
by the suggestion that the wool of the farmer be put on the free list
and the protection of tariff taxation be placed around the iron ore and
coal of corporations and capitalists.

ILlow can we face the people after indulging in such outrageous
discriminations and violations of prlnclPles?

It is quite a&: arent that this question of free raw materials does
not admit of adjustment on any middle ground since their subjection
to any rate of taxation, great or small, is alike violative of Democratic
prineiple and Democratic good faith.

Mr. Wilson read this letter of the President to the House,
and the Recorp recites that its reading was repeatedly inter-
rupted by demounstrations of Democratic approval and that at
the couclusion there was prolonged applause on the Democratic
side. Mr., Cleveland also said in the letter that the question
presented to the conference was * whether Demoecratic prin-
ciples themselves are to be saved or abandoned.” After an
earnest effort in conference to bring the Senate conferees to an
acceptance of the Democratic provisions of the House bill, and
after such effort had failed, Mr, Wilson reported the disagree-
ment to the House and asked for a further conference. As
showing the extent to which the few Democratic protection
Senators had secured control of the situation, Mr. Wilson sald
to the House:

They (meaning the Senate members of the conference) come to us
somewhat fettered and somewhat limited as to any action that they
might agree to upon this bill, either by the suppo moral obligations
of party caucus or the apprehension that there were forces in the
Senate, however small, yet ‘powertul enough to resist successfully the
passage of any bill which did not make concessions to ;imt corporate
and trust interests that we, representing the House, did not feel on
our part to agree to.

But a further conference availed nothing. The Senate con-
ferees being so “ fettered ” could not recede. So the House was
thus put in a situation which required it to yield to the Senate
or see all tariff legislation fail. It reluctantly yielded, but at
the same time passed a resolution that separate bills for putting
coal and iron ore on the free list should be taken up imme-
diately and acted upon,

And in accordance therewith the House did immediately take
up bills for putting coal and iron ore on the free list and pass
them. These bills were immediately sent over to the Senate
and referred to the Finance Committee, and the Democratie
members thereof forthwith favorably reported them back to
the Senate. The Democrats on that committee were Voor-
hees, McPherson, Isham G, Harris, Zeb Vance, George Vest,
and James K. Jones of Arkansas, and their action in favorably
reporting separate bills to put coal and iron ore on the free
list immediately after they had voted for an amendment to the
Wilson bill to impose duties on those articles shows they did
not vote their true sentiments when they voted for the amend-
ment to the Wilson bill, but they were controlled, no doubt, by
the fact that they knew they would be unable to secure the
passage of the Wilson bill unless they made concessions to
“the great corporate and trust interests,” one of which was
that coal and iron ore should not go on the free list. If I may
be pardoned somewhat for a digression here, I want to say I
was never more amazed than when I heard not long since the
vote of Harris, Voorhees, and other Democratic Senators for
a duty on iron ore in the Wilson bill cited as a precedent for
Democratic votes for a duty on iron ore in the Payne bill, It
was chlled a “particular instance.,” It could have been very
much more appropriately called a “spurious instance,” be-
cause, as I have shown, it was a tub which the Democrats were
compelled to throw to the corporate and trust whale before
the ship of tariff reform was permitted to proceed. The cita-
tion was made by a gentleman who was a Member of the House
at the time and participated in the struggle which took place
between the two Houses on this question, and I assume that
he must have been familiar with all these facts which consti-
tuted one of the most sensational political dramas of the times.
He refused to follow these Democratic Senators then, because
he knew they were the victims of sinister influences which they
could not control and were not voting their true sentiments.
The citation of this spurious instance, this “act of party per-
fidy and dishonor,” as President Cleveland called it, only shows
how difficult it is for the opponents of free raw material to find
Democratic precedent to support their position. If they are will-
ing to accept Democratic precedent on the question of iron ore,
they should have no trouble in finding genuine instances. It is
not at all necessary that they should take a spurious case, If
they will go back to January 24, 1883, they will find that Sena-
tor Maxey, of Texas, moved to put iron ore on the free list and
that every Democrat in the Senate save one voted for it. They

will find that in 1884 and also in 1886 an overwhelming ma-

jority of the Democrats in the House voted for bills provid-

ing for free iron ore. They will find that practically every

Democrat in the House voted for free iron ore in 1894,
EXPRESSIOXS FROM DEMOCRATIC LEADERS.

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us refer to a few expressions of
other leading Democrats on the subject of free raw materials.
A very large number could be produced if time permitted.

Guthrie, a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, in his re-
port to Congress as far back as December 3, 1855, said:

In recommending for the third time the remodeling of the schedules
of the tariff act of 1846 and the reduction of the revenues from cus-
toms, I have felt constrained by a conviction of its propriety again to
recommend, as one of the modes of reducing the revenue, that the raw
material used in our manufactures be admitted free of duty.

Under laws of great wisdom and forecast all manufacturing coun-
tries, except the United States, now admit the raw material used in
their productions free of doty, thereby giving constant and profitable
emgioyment to capital and labor, and enabling their factories to fur-
nish a cheaper article and better command of both the home and for-
Eig.il market, with beneficial employment to their tonnage in making the
exchanges.

Again, in his report to Congress on December 1, 1856, Mr.
guthrle urged Congress to put raw material on the free list.
e said:

It seemed to me that good poliey required the raw material nsed in
our manufactures to be exempt from duty and our manufacturers
placed on an equality with those of Great Britain and other manufac-
turing nations who admit the raw material to free entry. A tax upon
the raw material is calculated to increase the cost of the production
by the profits of the Importer on the tax on the raw material, and thn
profits of the manufacturer on his outlay for that tax, and the im-
porter's profit thereon, and of the merchant through whom it passes
to the consumer, interfering with the manufacfurer’s enjoyment of both
the home and the foreign market on the same advantageous terms of
the manufacturer of other nations who obtains the raw material free
of duty. A single example illustrates the case: Great Britain admits
wool—a raw material— of duty, and the United States impose
upon it a duty of 80 per cent. This enables the English manufacturer
to interfere with the American manufacturer in the American markets
and to exclnde him from the foreign market. It does more. It sur-
renders the markets of the countries producing the raw material to the
nations who take it free of duty.

And In accordance with Mr. Guthrie’s repeated recommenda-
tions, Congress did, in 1857, put a long list of raw materials for
manufacture on the free list.

In a letter addressed to the people of the United States on
November 30, 1867, in which he denounced the protective system
of the Republican Party, Robert J. Walker said:

After a close investigation of this subject and after examining the
tariffs and the manufacturing establishments of foreign countries in
1851-52 nnd 1863-64, 1 am convineed that to admit the raw materiul of
manufactures in all eases duty free would greatly increase our wealth,
augment our exports, imports, and revenue, and diminish the burdens
of taxation. Let us remember that in taking the duty off the raw mate-
rial the consumers, the people of the United States, get the manufaetured
article at a lower rate. This, then, is another step in the reduction of
taxes.

Now let me quote what Hon, William L. Wilson had to say
on this subject in a speech in the House of Representatives on
Janunary 8, 1894. Mr. Wilson was at the ‘time chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee and the Democratic floor leader.
He was a man of great learning and a Democrat of the strictest
sect. After a most brilliant career in Congress, he was called
to the presidency of Washington and Lee University, as a man
whose high character fitted him to be the successor of ILee. In
discussing the great work of tariff reform which the Democratic
Party was then undertaking, he said:

We begin our task by an effort to free from taxation those things on
which the industrial prosperity and growth of our country so largely

depend.

ll.‘r;t all the reductlons made in this bill there are none in their benefit
to the consumer, none in thelr benefit to the laborer, that can be com-

red with the removal of the taxes from the materials of industry.
we have felt that we could not begin a thorongh reform of the e:lst{l;ﬁ
system, built up, as I have shown, story by story, until it has pler
the clouds, except by a removal of all taxation on the great materials
that lie at the basis of modern industry, and so the bill proposes to put
on the free list wool, iron ore, coal, and lumber.

Again, Mr. Wilson said:

1 have already sald, Mr. Chairman, that I belleve no tariff bill could
carry any benelfit to the American 1peolr)!e comparable to the proposed
reledse from taxation of the materials o lnrlusr.ri. Better give a work-
ingman untaxed materials to work with than give him untaxed cloth-
ing to wear. Better give him untaxed materials on which to exercise
his industry than untaxed and cheapened necessaries of life. His
wages depend on the products of his labor. Whatever goes as a tax
into the material he uses is a diminution of the wages of the laboring
man. As youn cheapen his materials you widen the market for his
produects, ith untaxed iron and steel in its eruder forms, or even In
the humbler beginning of the ore, with untaxed wool and coal and lum-
ber, you enable him to put his finished products on the market at prices
that will rapidly and indefinitely increase the number of his consumers,
and in this way rou gecure him steady employment, increasing wafes,
and that Eemona independence he can never enjoy in a closed, high-
tariff market.

Continuing, he said:

Mr. Chairman, I well remember In the first months of my service In
this House, during the debate on the first Morrison bill, listening to a
speech of Mr, Abram 8. Hewitt, himself a great miner of iron an
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and a great manufacturer and employer of labor, in which he proved by
& masterly reasoning and array of facts that in the organization of
modern industry the only protection of labor against corporate and
other capital was in its own 01'§anlmtlonn and its own trade unions;
and that the only fleld In which labor organizations can flourish, the
only arena on which trade unions can manifest their power to protect
the manhood of their members and the wages of their labor, is a coun-
try which throws down the bars and gives the workingman untaxed
raw material to work with.

On June 24, 1897, Mr. Caffery, a Democratic Senator from
Louisiana, in a speech in the Senate, made a very clear state-
ment of the Democratic position on this guestion. After calling
attention to the fact that “no enlightened nation on the globe
taxes raw material used in manufactures,” and after saying
that “a Democrat ought not to sustain a tax on raw material,”
he argued as follows: i

If both the raw material and the finished product are taxed and the
principle is carried out all along the line, the burdens on the people are
doubled, and in the name of revenue a wall of protection is built up
around the country.

If the object is to bottle up the industries of the United States in
our borders, a tax on raw materials, added to a compensating duty,
accomplishes it. Placing a duty on raw materials handicaps our manu-
facturers in foreign markets even when a compensating duty is levied.

To recoup he must added the duty on the raw material to the selling
price of the manufactured article. This he can not do in a foreign
market against a foreign competitor who has free raw materials. You
place him on an equality with the foreigner in the home market by a
compensating duty and you destroy him in the foreign market. Yov

invite competition at home and you destroy his chance of competing
abroad.

I have already called attention to an expression from Senator
Coke upon the subject of free raw material. If you will refer
to the ConeressioNAL Recorp of August 14, 1800, you will find
where that grand old Democrat, Senator Reagan, declared posi-
tively and emphatieally in favor of that doctrine. And I take
it it is unnecessary for me to recall any of the expressions of
Senator Mills, who made himself the idol of the Southern
Democracy by his brilliant leadership for a tariff for revenue
only. Everyone knows that he held to free raw material as the
only safe road to genuine tariff reform.

Hon. William J. Bryan, when discussing the question of free
coal in the Fifty-third Congress, used this language:

They tell us that free coal can not benefit the interior. Take the
tarilf off from coal so that the New England manufacturers can buy it
for less and they can manufacture more cheaply, and then by euntting
down the tariff on the products of their factories, we can compel them
to sell at a lower price to the ple of the South and West. That is the
reason our folks are interested in free coal. So long as we lay burdens
upon what the manufacturers use they can with some justification ask
a tariff on the product of their looms.

Mr. Chairman, in the first place, I belleve we can make no perma-
nent grogmss in the direction of tariff reform until we free from taxa-
tion the raw materlals which lie at the foundation of our industries.

In 1892, in another speech in Congress, which I do not think
has been surpassed before or since in this country as an argn-
ment for tariff reform, Mr. Bryan further said, in favor of
puiting raw material on the free list:

It also takes away entirely those specific or compensatory duties
which were added to the ad valorem rates to enable the manufacturers
to transfer to the back of the consumer the burden which a tariff on
raw material places on the manufacturer. The reason why I belleve in
putting raw material on the free list is becanse any tax imposed on raw
maltelrin] must at last be taken from the consumer of the manufactured
article,

You can compose no tax for the benefit of the producer of the raw
materinl which does not find its way throngh the various forms of
manufactured product and at last press with accumulated weight upon
the person who uses the finished product. Another reason why raw
material should be upon the free list i8 because that is the only method
by which one business can be favored without injury to another. We
are not, in that case, imposing a tax for the benefit of the manufacturer,
but we are simply saying to the manufacturer: * We will not impose
any burden upon you.” When we give to the manufacturer free raw
material and free machinery, we give to him, I think, all the encourage-
ment which people acting under a free Government like ours can legiti-
mately give to a free people.

Mr. Chairman, I have taken the pains to show you by their
own expressions that Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Bryan stood shoul-
der to shoulder upon this question. Under their leadership the
Democratic Party was rent from top to bottom as with an
earthquake upon a question of finance, but when it came to the
great question of tariff reform the divided factions which they
led stood together as solid as the Rock of Gibraltar, and wonld
have won a great victory for the people but for a disloyal few
who deserted o the enemy in the hour of triumph. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]

THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY HAS NOT DISCARDED DOCTRINE OF FREE RAW
MATERIAL.

Ah, but they say that the Democratic Party has since then
discarded the free raw material doctrine. I deny that it has
done so or that it can do so without either abandoning its fight
against protection or bringing disaster to our industries. They
make the very remarkable contention that in 1896 the Demo-
cratic national convention discarded the free raw material doe-
trine when it declared that tariff duties should be “so ad-

justed as to operate equally throughout the country and not
diserlminate between eclass or section.” This plank in the plat-
form of 1896 had been the declared doctrine of the Democratic
Party since the Walker report of 1846, and I again deny that
it meant that the tariff should be treated as a spoils system or
that the Democrats should engage in the degraded business of
distributing tariff loot. It meant that the tariff was a tax
and that the high mission of the Democratic Party should be
to adjust the burdens of such a tax equitably, so as not to
diseriminate between class or section. The consumer pays the
tariff. Let it be equitably distributed among them throughout
the country. If the convention meant to declare that every
industry should have a place at the protection trough and enjoy
equal privileges of feeding on each other, as well as on the con-
sumers of the country, why did it not say so?

It is also contended that the Democratic Party of Texas re-
pudiated the doctrine of free raw materials in its platform
of 1806. This contention is as far from correct as is their
construction of the national platform of 1896. By no known
rules of Democratic interpretation ean the State platform of
1896 be given the meaning which is attributed to it. TLet me
read that plank in the paltform by which some seem to be so
greatly misled. It says:-

We believe that the present tariff, which lets into the country raw
materials free of duty and levies heavy duties on manufactured products,
thus subjecting our agricultural and pastoral classes to competition
with the world, while it enables the rich manufacturers, by means of
combinations and trusts, to extort their own prices for their product
from the people, violates the Federal Constitution as well as the funda-
mental principles of the Democratic Party, that tariff duty shall be
levied and collected for the purpose of revenue only.

Mr. Chairman, I defy any living man to point out anything in
this platform declaration to indicate that the Democratic Party
intended to discard the doctrine of free raw material. It
makes a complaint against some supposed inequalities in the
act of 1804, but suggests no remedy and declares no policy. The
gravamen of the complaint could not have been that our agri-
cultural and pastoral classes were not protected from the com-
petition of the world, because the Democratic Party believes in
competition and denounces protection as robbery. If the com-
plaint was, as it seems to have been and as a construction
of the language from a Democratic standpoint would require,
that the duties of that act were so high on manufactured
products as to shield the rich manufacturers from competition
from abroad, so as to enable them, “ by means of combinations
and trusts, to extort from the people,” then the complaint was
in accord with Democratic principle, for the Democrats do
not favor protection for the manufacturer any more than they
do for the producer of raw material. But what is the remedy
in a case of this kind? As I have already said, the platform
does not point out. According to the opponents of free raw
material the remedy is to levy a tariff upon the manufacturer’s
raw material, Right here they and I part company. I wonld
reduce the duty on the manufacturer’s product to a revenue
basis, and I would require him to sell in competition with the
world, as the producer of raw maferial must do. It may be
asked, Why not put a revenue duty on both the raw material
as well as the manufactured product? The answer is easy.
The manufacturers of every other enlightened country on the
globe are given free raw material. So, if we reduce the duty
on the manufactured goods to a revenue basis, if we thus expose
our own manufacturers to the competition of the world and at
the same time hang millstones around their necks by placing
tariff taxes on their raw material, inevitable disaster would
result to our entire industrial system. The manufacturer, the
producer of raw material, and labor engaged in the service of
both would become involved in a common ruin. And if the
Democratic Party should ever be so foolish as to adopt such a
policy, which God forbid, it may prepare for a death and burial
from which there will never be the least hope of resurrection.

Mr. Chairman, this misconstruction of the Texas platform
of 1806 has laid the Democrats of that State open to the charge
that they have embraced the doctrine of protection. I take
advantage of this occasion to refute this charge with all the
emphasis I can command. The people of that great Common-
wealth are not protectionists. They have never yet bowed the
knee to the god of greed. They still hold fast to the faith of
the fathers, and in the great struggle for tariff reform which is
about to begin our brethren in the other States may be as-
gured none will be more steadfast and loyal than they.

In dealing with the tariff question one of three things must
occur. We must have protection all around, or we must have a
tariff for revenue only through free raw material, or we must
have industrial disaster. A duty on raw material must in-
evitably result in one of two things—protection or industrial
ruin, So it is always safe to bet that the man who advocates a
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tax on raw material is in his sympathies at heart a protection-
ist [applause on the Democratic side], and whenever protection-
ists need his help they usually get it.

TAX UPON RAW MATERIAL REFUBLICAN DOCTRINE.

Mr. Chairman, a tax upon raw material is distinctly and
emphatically a Republican doetrine. Republicans know that
free raw material for manufacture would mark the beginning
of the end of protection in this country, and for this reason,
as I have already shown, every effort of tariff reformers to
place raw material on the free list has been resisted with all
the might of protectionists. The large majority of the bene-
ficlaries of protection prefer the benefits of a protective tariff to
the advantages they may derive from free raw material. They
know if their raw material were free from tariff taxation they
would have no good reason to urge why duties should not be
reduced on their own products and why they should not be re-
quired to reduce their prices to consumers. Therefore protec-
tionists oppose free raw material. John Sherman, one of the
greatest advocates of protection, in his Recollections of Forty
Years in the House, Senate, and the Cabinet, says:

The do, of some manufacturers that raw materials should be ad-

gma
mitted free of duty is far more dangerous to the protective policy than
the opposition of free traders.

Again he says:

A denial of protection on coal, iron, wool, and other so-called raw
materials will lead to the denial of protection to machinery, to textiles,
to pottery, and other industries.

When the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill was before the Senate Mr.
Dice, a dyed-in-the-wool protection Republican Senator, said
that his State—Ohio—was against free raw material; that she
realized that in the doctrine of free raw materials lay the great-
est menace to the protective policy; that the manufacturers of
Ohio realized that free raw materials can bring but one ultimate
result, and that is free manufactures.

On the same occasion in the Senate Mr. ArpricH declared that
he knew of no Republicans and no protectionists who were in
favor of the doctrine of free raw materials as understood by Mr.
Mills and Mr. Cleveland and the gentlemen who were associnted
with them in the promulgation of that doctrine.

TAXED RAW MATERIAL AND FROTECTIONISM SYNOXNYMOUS.

Mr. Chairman, viewed from either a Republican or a Democratic
standpoint, it is only through free raw materials that the abom-
inable system of protection can be overthrown and the people
relieved of the tremendous burdens such system imposes upon
them. The man who defends a tax upon raw material defends
protection. He seeks to bar the only approach through which
tariff reformers may enter the citadel of protection and destroy
it. The advocates of free raw material have no hostile feeling
toward the producers thereof. They do not diseriminate un-
justly against the raw-material industries. They do not ask for
free raw material ag an end within itself, but only as a means,
and the only means, by which the iniguitous system of protec-
tion can be safely abolished. They believe that free raw ma-
terial, accompanied by a reduction of duties on the finished prod-
uct to a strict revenue basis, is fair and just to the manufac-
turer, that it is fair and just to the produecers of raw material,
because it would greatly enlarge and steady the markets of
both. They believe that it would be best for the labor employed
in both the raw-material and manufacturing industries, because
it would give them more constant employment without any re-
duction of wages. They believe it would result in no diminution
of revenues. They know that it would lift from the backs of the
people of this country the tremendous burden which a protective
tariff imposes upon them. They know that under such a just
system the $4,000,000,000 unjustly wrung from the people an-
nually and put into the pockets of the special interests would
remain with the people. They know the cost of living would be
greatly reduced. They know that those who make it their busi-
ness to peddle out the taxing power of the Government to special
interests would have scant opportunity to carry on their ne-
farious business compared to the opportunities they now have.

Mr, Chairman, no one can help despising those who, either
from a want of a proper understanding of the question or from
unworthy motives, would inject into a discussion of this ques-
tion a feeling of sectionalism. The man who tries to create
the impression that all raw material is produced in the South
and all manufactures are in the North, and says that free raw
material is a discrimination in favor of the North against the
South, either is ignorant or wants to deceive. When he says
the advocate of free raw material would expose the South to
free trade and give protection to the North, he is either wanting
in information or else he wants to accomplish by prejudice
what he can not do by argument. All the factories are not in
the North by any means, And the South does not produce all

the raw material. Many millions are invested in manufactuor-
ing enterprises in the South, and the output of raw materials
of the North which a tariff protection would benefit excels that
of the South. But if, as such men contend, free raw material
and a revenue tariff would be of so much benefit to the manu-
facturer in the North, why would it not build up factories in
the South? Must the South forever remain behind in the busi-
ness of manufacturing?

The Democratic tariff system is a system that is best for
every section of our country. It is best for all of our people.
It denies that the tariff is a local issue. It would break the
alliance between the Government and the special interests. It
would restore the taxing power to its proper function. It would
treat the tariff as a tax whose burdens should be justly and
equitably distributed. And under such a system every man
would have a square deal, every industry and every man who
“eats bread by the sweat of his brow” would prosper, and
this great country of ours would capture the markets of the
world, and the seas would be white with our commerce. [Loud
applause.]

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Krraaer] whether he desires any further
time. ; :

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I have had no more requests
for time as far as this side is concerned.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to say but a
very few words in support of the bill. I have been ready to
yield such time as any gentleman might desire, but there are no
applications from anybody who is present at this time. It is
not my purpose to enter into any discussion of the pension
question, and I know, Mr. Chairman, of no particular question
being seriously made in reference to the appropriations pro-
posed by the bill. I wish to say for the benefit of gentlemen who
are interested that there is a mistake in the printed report as
circulated here this morning, on page 3, where this language is
used :

The bill provides for the payment of one pension agent at $4,000.

That was inadvertently left in the manuseript in undertaking
to use that which was contained in a former report relating to
the act of June 30, 1885. On the contrary, the report states, on
page 5, at the bottom, this:

The committee has not changed its views with reference to the redue-
tion of the pension agencles, nor is there any reason to believe the
Heuse has changed its views on the proposition; but as the issune was
made and fafled at the last session of this Congress, it is not deemed
expedient to revive it at this, the short and concluding session of the
Congress,

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr., Chairman, I desire to ask the
gentleman this question: Have the committee abandoned their
idea of consolidating the pension agencies by appropriating for
18 in this bill?

Mr. KEIFER. I have just read the proposition from the
report, which indicates that the committee stands where it
believes the House still would stand in opposition to the con-
tinuance of 18 agencies, but as the question was fought out be-
tween the House and the Senate in this Congress, as well as in
the two preceding Congresses, it was not thought that it would
be wise to undertake to involve the session with a controversy
of that kind again.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Well, does not the gentleman from
Ohio think that in view of the fact the House has taken this
position in two Congresses——

Mr. KEIFER. In three.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois (continuing).
now to abandon the position this one time.

AMr. KEIFER. Well, Mr. Chairman, all I can say is we are
not abandoning our position on the subject, but we want to
avoid an unnecessary contest when we know the result in ad-
vance. The House had to recede in this Congress. It did re-
cede in the last hours of the session in June last, and we
thought we would have to do the same thing if we took it up
again, and while we are willing to go on record that we are in
favor of consolidating the pension agencies into one agency,
we are not willing to undertake to take the time of the House
unnecessarily with that question again.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Excuse me for another guestion.
Does the gentleman from Ohio think it is possible that the
Senate might not have changed their minds?

Mr. KEIFER. We do not think they are of that changeable
mind over in the Senate, for we for some years have spent
weeks and months and hours in each session in trying to per-
suade them that they were wrong, and we do not want to go
over it again at this session. I have not changed my views
about it. In faet, I still believe that by the consolidation of
the agencies and by the use of addressing and directlng ma-

In three—we ought
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chines such as we have now in several of the agencies and at
the Pension Office, we could save an expense to the Government
of from $250,000 to $300,000 annually. I have no reason to
change my mind on that subject. But I do not think it wise to
make the question now.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. The House ought to go on record
as being against that at this session.

Mr. KEIFER. It is on record in this Congress, very fully,
on that question; and we say this much in the report, and sort
of protect ourselves from the claim that we have changed our
minds.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
gentleman a question.

Mr, KEIFER. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 1Is it true that in a con-
ference on this subject two or three years ago the House con-
ferees pointed out to the Senate conferees that there could be a
tremendous saving by the consolidation of these agencies, and
one of the conferees at the other end of the Capitol said they
would look into it, and another conferee said a word I do not
care here to repeat, by way of emphasis, and that it was not
the saving but the jobs they wanted?

Mr, KEIFER. I heard nothing of that kind, I did under-
stand that Senators, as well as Representatives on this floor
who were interested in pension agents and agencies, fought
hard to‘maintain the agencies, but I do not think that was
sgaid in conference, and I do not know that if it was said
in conference I would feel called on to disclose what took place
there between the Senate and the House conferees.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not want to go
beyond the bounds of parlinmentary procedure, but I thought
we could do it very well within the bounds of parliamentary
law, and emphasize the fact as to why this consolidation had
not taken place.

Mr. KEIFER. So far as I am concerned, I have made the
fight to the very limit of the last minutes of several sessions
of Congress, and I am not willing that the appropriations should
fail when it is necessary to pay the pensioners. I surrendered
myself very unwillingly—not my views, but to the necessity of
the case.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina,
held up.

Mr. KEIFER. That is your construction of it. I am not
often held up, but we had to yield to the general judgment, I
think, of the Members of both Houses, that it was not expedient
to defeat a pension appropriation bill and suspend the payment
of pensions to the old veterans of the different wars.

Mr, NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEIFER, Certainly. I am glad to yield to anybody.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman why
on page 2 of the bill there is specific mention of the New York
agency? Why is that necessary?

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, that is answered by saying
that for a great many years it has been necessary to have the
pension agency located in the city of New York in a building
not owned by the Government, and that is the only agency in
the United States so situated, and so long as that agency
has existed there we have appropriated annually $4,500 to pay
rent for the building occupied by the agency. It is not new in
this bill. No other bill that I can recall had any appropriation
in for the payment of rent for agencies except the one in New
York City.

Now, the bill appropriates for Army and Navy pensions, for
invalids, widows, minor children, dependent relatives, Army
nurses, and all other pensioners who are now borne on the rolls
or who may hereafter be placed thereon under the provisions of
any and all acts of Congress, $153,000,000, and it alsp provides,
as has been the practice, as provided in former like bills, that
the appropriation for Navy pensions shall be paid from the in-
come of the Navy pension fund, so far as the same shall be suffi-
cient for that purpose.

This proposed appropriation of $153,000,000 is exactly the esti-
mate made by the Commissioner of Pensions, and as it comes to
us from the Secretary of the Interior. We have nelther in-
creased nor decreased the sum estimated.

I will say that the appropriation for the present fiscal year
was $155,000,000 for the payment of pensions alone, This bill
will appropriate $2,000,000 less to pay pensions than the one
for the present fiscal year. This is in consegquence of the roll de-
creasing in number rather more than usual on account of deaths.
It would not be so high this year as formerly if the annual
value of the pensions to certain pensioners had not increased,
especially those of the Civil War pensioners on account of in-
creased age.

I would like to ask the

In other words, yon were

The number of pensioners on the roll at the end of last fiseal
year, ended June 80, 1910, was 921,083, a decrease from the fiscal
year 1909 of 25,111. This decrease came from death and other
causes, which decreased the number of pensioners upon the roll.
The number of Civil War pensioners who died during the fiscal
vear ending June 30, 1909, was 32,831, and the number who
died during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, was 35,312
The decrease was greater in the last year, notwithstanding the
number on the roll that year was less. This increase of deaths
is because the veteran soldiers of the Civil War are naturally
growing, all of them, older and more feeble from year to year.
There have not been a very large number added to the roll of
Civil War pensioners in the last fiscal year. The Civil War
has been over above 45 years. There are few Civil War sol-
diers below 62 years of age, and the greater number of sur-
vivors of that war are above 70 years of age.

It will be noted that the deaths of Civil War pensioners are
somewhere in the neighborhood of 100 a day; and the present
commissioner, Mr. Davenport, in answer to a question asked
him by a member of the subcommittee of the Committee on
Appropriations having charge of this bill, indicates that the
present death rate is not far from the average death rate of 100
a day. At this rate the roll will go down very rapidly this
vear, and for that reason and other causes the commissioner
was of the opinion that an appropriation of $153,000 would
be ample for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911.

Mr. GOULDEN., Will the gentleman from Ohio yield?

Mr. KEIFER. I will

Mr. GOULDEN. What is the percentage of the increase of
deaths in 1910 over 19097

Mr. KEIFER. I have mnot calculated it. I have already
stated that the deaths for the fiscal year 1909 were 32,831 and
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, 35,312, I have not
made the caleulation as to percentage.

Mr. GOULDEN. About 10 per cent, I should judge.

Mr. KEIFER. Probably more than that, taking into account
the lesser number of Civil War pensioners on the roll.

Mr. GOULDEN. Then, in the opinion of the gentleman hav-
ing charge of the bill, the increase in the death rate in the
future would not be very much larger?

Mr. KEIFER. I think it would be very much larger in per-
centage in the future than in the past, taking into account the
lesser number of surviving Civil War pensioners.

Mr, GOULDEN. As an officer and trustee of the soldiers’ home
in the State of New York, where we have about 2,000 inmates, it
is discovered that we had a death rate of about 10 per cent in
the last two or three years. We are now averaging nearly one
death a day. ¥

My, KEIFER. I understand from those personally familiar
with the old soldiers of the Union Army and of the Confederate
Army, in the homes for them in the South, that the death rate
in the past year or two has been very much greater than ever
before, and promises to be very great in the near future.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? -

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman able to approximate the death
rate in the last year?

Mr. KEIFER. I could if I had a pencil and paper and had
time to figure a little.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has stated the number of deaths,
and there are over 900,000 on the roll.

Mr. KEIFER. That refers to all pensioners, widows, and
others—921,083 is the exact number on the peunsion rolls at the
end of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1910.

Mr, MANN. How many deaths were there?

Mr. KEIFER. I think the total deaths are stated some-
where in the commissioner’s report at 51,851, and 35,312 of the
total number were Civil War pensioners.

Mr. STAFFORD. I may say, for the benefit of the gentleman,
the number of pensioners at the close of the fiscal year 1910 of
Civil War sailors and soldiers was 602,030, and widows and de-
pendents 318461. On a basis of 602,000 and 35,312 deaths it
would be a percentage of 5.08.

Mr. MANN. It is not a very large death rate after all.

Mr, KEIFER. Not considering the average great age of the
goldiers of the Civil War.

Mr. MANN. It would not have been any great increase in
the death rate. A death rate of one is very small.

Mr. GOULDEN. I think I can say to my friend from Illinois
it is not very large, but in the various soldiers’ homes the hos-
pitals now take in about 25 per cent of all the inmates of the
homes, so that old age and weakness, largely incident to service
in the Army, keep increasing the number in the hospitals.

Mr. KENDALL. Will the gentleman please repeat that state-
ment?
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Mr. GOULDEN. That 25 per cent of the inmates of the
homes are in the hospitals, and that in a very few years 50
per cent of them will be found there, requiring daily medical
attendance.

Mr. EEIFER. Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to the appro-
priation for the payment of the pensioners, the bill appropriates
$688,000 to pay the fees and expenses of examining surgeons,
and for the salaries of 18 agents, and for clerk hire and other
services at the pension agencies, and for the rent of a building
for the agency at New York, and for examination and inspec-
tion of pension agencies, and for stationery and other necessary
expenses. These are separately provided for, however, in the
different paragraphs of the bill.

This is a reduction in the expense of paying the pensions of
about $70,000 below the amount of the bill of last year. It is
a singular fact that while the pension roll is very large and
while we still maintain these 18 agencies at different places over
the United States, the cost of paying pensions has gone down
steadily from year to year from above $4,800,000 a yvear back
in Cleveland's last administration to a much less sum at pres-
ent. This, of course, comes from better business principles,
the introduction of addressing machines and machines for mak-
ing additions, and so on. I think this is worthy of being
noticed.

Now, unless other questions are asked I have no disposition
to discuss the bill further. I do not care to discuss the general
subject of pensions. .

It might be well enough to call attention to the fact, perhaps,
that we are still paying a large amount of money on account of
pensions to pensioners residing in foreign countries. There are
66 foreign countries in which pensioners reside and are paid.
Those most prominent in the list are Canada, Ireland, and
Scotland, as a part of Great Britain, Germany, Mexico, and so
forth. The total number of pensioners paid in those countries
in the last fiscal year were 4,972, and the total amount of pen-
sion money disbursed to these foreign-residing pensioners the last
fiscal year was $868,257.15. Ireland residents alone received
$79,158.76. She had 452 pensioners on the rolls of the United
States. There resided last fiscal year in Canada 2588 pen-
sioners, to whom was paid $453,262.32. In England resided
361 United States pensioners, to whom was paid $063,225.54
in that year. In Germany resided that year 571 United States
pensioners, to whom was paid £09,985.54 the last fiscal year.

I only call attention to this to show how faithful the United
States has been in standing by those who stood by the Union
in the time of the great Civil War. We have hunted them up
in distant parts of the world, and we pay pensions to them
whether they are residents or ecitizens of the United States
or not.

Mr. STAFFORD. It would be interesting if the gentleman
in his long service on the committee had obtained any informa-
tion as to the percentage of these foreign pensioners who are
still citizens of the United States and how many are subjects
of foreign Governments. I assume that there were a number
originally who were in the service who at that time were
foreign subjects and who left these shores after the close of
the war to return to their native lands. Can the gentleman
give us any information as to the proportion who are still
American citizens and those who are subjects of foreign Gov-
ernments?

Mr. KEIFER. I can not, for I do not suppose it was ever
definitely known what number of subjects of other countries
were in the Union Army in the Civil War. I think since the
matter of paying pensions has come up nobody has paid any
attention to the question whether the pensioner was a subject
of a foreign Government or not at the time he rendered the
service, or whether at the time the pension was granted he
was a citizen of the United States or not, as the law was so
liberally construed as to pay these people wherever they might
live, and regardless of the sovereignty under which they lived;
and I do not think the question can be answered by anybody
from data at hand.

Mr. KENDALL. Is it not also true that many who were
originally allowed pensions as citizens of the United States have
returned to their home countries after being allowed their
pensions?

Mr. KEIFER. It is my undersianding that great numbers
of those people went back to their own countries, like those
who have gone to Ireland in their old age to die at their old
homes, and who will receive their pensions there during their
lives just the same as if they had remained in the United
States. There are certain others of those who have been pen-
sloned who have removed from the United States and aban-
doned their citizenship in this country for various reasons,

Mr. GOULDEN. With your long and splendid experience dur-
ing the Civil War, what would you think as to the number of
enlisted men and officers who were foreigners at the time ‘they
rendered the service?

Mr. KEIFER. It was a very small percentage, according to
my observation. At one time during the Civil War there was
quite a number of men who came over and joined the Army,
mostly coming to New York, Baltimore, or Boston, where they
enlisted in the first regiments that they could get into, because
they were people who wanted to go to war, some of them for
the sake of the experience and some of them for patriotic
reasons. Some were mere soldiers of fortune. Some of those
went back, I have no doubt, immediately after the close of their
military service. I have seen Germans who could not under-
stand a word of English side by side with soldiers from New
England and other parts of the North.

We have seen numbers of such foreigners in the ranks, but
the number was not great compared with the total number of
the Army.

Mr. GOULDEN. The percentage was very small, probably
not over one-half of 1 per cent.

Mr. KEIFER. Some very accomplished-and educated men
also came over and enlisted in the ranks, to serve until the war
was over. We had some distinguished men come to this country
who went into the Union Army, as they did into the Confederate
Army, for the sake of doing some service, whether from patriotic
motives or merely for purposes of experience I can not state.
I recollect one. We had a colonel of the Sixteenth Ohio who
served through the war, was wounded, and lost one eye. At the
close of the war he was brevetted a brigadier general. He was
called Col. John de Coursey. Gen. Robert C. Schenck, some
years after the end of the Civil War, when serving as minister
to the Court of St. James, told me this story. He was attending
an entertainment given by a lady in London one night, when the
lady asked permission of him to introduce to him a distin-
guished guest. He consented., The lady brought forward and
introduced to him Lord Kinsale, one of the peers of England;
and Lord Kinsale said, “ Gen. Schenck, you are from Ohio.”
Gen. Schenck responded by saying, * Yes; but what do you know
about Ohio?” He replied: “I am Col. John de Coursey, of the
Sixteenth Ohio Infantry. After the war I returned to my own
country, to serve in the House of Lords in Great Britain.”

This I give as an illustration of what happened here and
there, and other instances of a similar character happen in all
wars, and have happened through all the history of the world.

Mr. GOULDEN. One question more. Does the gentleman
from Ohio know whether Gen. Franz Sigel was a citizen when
the war broke out?

Mr. KEIFER. I do not know; but-he became a eitizen of the
United States at some time, if not before the war. He lived for -
a long time in New York City.

Alr. GOULDEN. I know he did. I was very well acquainted
with him; and I think he became a citizen after the close of
the war. My impression is that he was not a citizen when he
entered the Army.

Mr. KEIFER. I have no knowledge on the subject cof his
citizenship, except that I know he did represent himself as a
citizen some time after the war. There was gquite a number
of persons who came over here from France at the solicitation
of Gen. John C. Fremont—soldiers of fortune, principally—some
of whom were successful, were good soldiers, and some who
were not.

We put a distinguished major general of volunteers of the
Civil War on the retired list recently by act of Congress who
was, and is still, a citizen of Germany, and he resides there
now—~Gen. Osterhaus.

AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me
an interruption? I would like to ask him if he recollects any-
thing concerning Count Zeppelin, whose experience in aero-
nauties have attracted the attention of Germany and the world?

Mr. KEIFER. I do not know anything of him personally or
historically.

Mr, MOORE of Peannsylvania, It is said that he is about to
pay a visit to this country, and that his friends here are con-
sidering a reception by way of tribute for services rendered in
the Civil War.

Mr. KEIFER. No doubt he was in the Army, but I have no
knowledge on that subject.

Mr. Chairman, I would, if I had time, like to call attention
to a series of articles published in a magazine entitled * World’s
Work.” The articles began in the October, 1910, number of
that magazine and have continued up to and including the De-
cember number. From my very hasty examination of them it
seems that they have set out on a mission of assaulting the
whole pension roll of the United States. They call it a roll of
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fraud, and undertake to recite history in an extravagant way,
to coudemn the action of the Congress of the United States in
the payment of liberal pensions to the Civil War soldiers and
saflors and the Spanish War soldiers and sailors, and all other
soldiers and saiflors who are veterans on the pension reoll. I
notice, as an illustration of this exaggeration, that the magazine
puts down the appropriation to pay pensioners for the fiscal
year 1909 at $165,000,000. That shows that the writer was not
particular about the facts, but used pretended facts, so that he
might make out what he thought was a strong case against the
policy of paying liberal pensions. The appropriation for that
year to pay the pensioners of all e¢lasses, as shown by a bill
reported by myself and passed by Congress, was $162,000,000.
The article seems to be full of such extravagant and untruthful
statements.

The last article I have just had put in my hand devotes some
space to an attack on the Grand Army of the Republic and
some of the distingnished commanders in chief of that Grand
Army, such as Gen. Wagner, of Philadelphia, and others, who
have committed no crime, as far as I can see, but in the esti-
mation of the article have been guilty only of trying to state
facts, so as to have their Civil War comrades receive proper
pensions for the patriotic services they rendered during the war
to their country.

The attack on the Republican Party for its liberal pension
legislation in favor of the widows of deceased soldiers and sail-
ors is equally unwarranted, But further as to these unjust
attacks at another time.

Mr. GOULDEN. Who is the author of the article?

Mr. KEIFER. The articles, I think, have all been written
by the same people, by Mr. William Bayard Hall, assisted by
Albert Sonnichesen. Now, I do not attribute these attacks upon
the pension roll or the criticisms upon these distinguished gen-
tlemen of the Grand Army of the RRepublic to any party, for it
is but fair to say that in my experience I have seen no evidence
in any party to want to do other than justice to the Civil War
soldiers and all other soldiers and sailors of the armies of the
United States. But I warn the country against this attempted
attack to break down the pension roll. These Civil War =ol-
diers, and I may say my comrades of the Spanish War, who
have suffered by reason of the service they have rendered, are
all worthy of the most liberal pension that the Government can
give to them, and I now eonly enter my protest against this at-
tack against the Grand Army of the Republic, upon the integ-
rity ef the Civil War soldiers and sailors and the widows and
orphans of such as are deceased, and upon the administration
of the pension laws. These laws have been administered with
fidelity by those who have had charge of the matter, whether
of one party or the other.

There has been, at times, an honest difference of opinion, of
course, as to what the pension laws should be, but they are
liberal; and I believe and hope that we can make fthem still
more liberal to the old veferans, who are now ready almost to
drop into their graves. Whatever pensions are to be given to
these veterans must be given now, and with liberality, or they
will pass away without enjoying them.

Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to oecupy any considerable
time on this pension bill. Unless some person on either side
desires to occupy a part of the time, which has been so gener-
ously conceded for the general discussion of the bill, I shall ask
the Chairman to direct the Clerk to proceed to read the bill
under the five-minute rule.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Norris having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate,
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate
had passed the following resolution, in which the concurrence
of the House of Representatives was requested :

Senate concurrent resolutfon 38,

Resolveds by the Senats (the House of Representatives concurring),
That there be printed as a document, with accompanying illustrations,
for the use of the Senate and House of Representatives, 3,000 coples
of the report of the committee and the views of the minority and the
evidence taken, together with appendices, in the inves tion made
pursuant to public resolution No. 9, approved January 19, 1910, au-
thorizing an investigation of the Department of the Im r and its
several bureaus, eflicers, and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry,
in thie Department of Agrienlture, and its officers and employees, 1,000
for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Repre-
sentatives, and that there be printed in one volume 30,000 additional
copies of the report of the committee and the views of the minority,
10,000 for the use of the Senate and 20,000 for the use of the House o
Representatives.

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL.

The commitiee resumed its session.
Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous econsent
to extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objeetion?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows: /

For salaries of 18 nts for the payment of pensions, at §4,000 each,
$72,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following
amendment as a substitute for the paragraph which I send to
the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out on page 2, lines 12, 13, and 14, and insert in lleu thereof
the following :

“ For the payment of one pension agent, for paying penslons, §4,000."

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, this is only in line
with the action of this House for the last three Congresses,
and while the bill has gone to another body, where the other
17 agencies have been placed back in the bill, yet I believe that
this House should again go on record either for or against the
proposition. If this House is going to abandon the consolidation
of these pension agencies, we should do it by a vote of the
House and forever give up the idea of economy in that di-
rection.

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, without having any desire to
interpose objections to the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois, I desire to say, merely confirming what has been
stated by my colleagne on the committee, the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], that as conferees on the part of the House
on this proposition we fought the matter out to the very last
day in favor of this proposition. We found the Senate eon-
ferees obdurate, and unquestionably the same conferees will be
reappointed and we will go through the same process again,
The House has spoken on this proposition. The same member-
ship is here, and while I shall not oppose the amendment as
offered, I do not know that anything can be accomplished other
than, of course, to reaffirm our position on the matter.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask
the gentleman a question, and that is if he imagines there will
be any difficulty about the matter getting back in the bill if it
goes out. From what the gentleman says the other body will
likely insist upon it again.

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, of course we will go through
the same procedure again. We will fight until the last ditch,
and there will be a danger of no appropriation being made for
the year. Of course we will have to withdeaw our objection
and allow the position of the Senate conferees to obtaim, but I
believe that if the gentleman will be patient he will find there
is in contemplation another proposition which may meet what
he requires and wishes to obtain in a different manner, and in
that we may meet with more suceess.

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to discuss
the amendment offered by my distinguished friend from Illi-
nois [Mr. Foster], but I do not believe the time is epportune,
I do mot believe the time has arrived in the payment of this
large pension roll to a great number of pensioners, when we
should eliminate the other 17 pension agencies. I voted agaimst
this the Inst three Congresses, and I shall vete against the
amendment on this oceasion. I agree with the gentleman from
Massachusetts that the time will arrive, and in the near future,
when one agency may be able to do the work, but I know that
those benefited by the laws of the United States, the pensioners,
are certainly opposed to this character of legislation. They do
not believe that the matter would be expedited ner so well or
so satisfaetorily done as it is under the present system. I am,
therefore, opposed to the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois. And I yield to the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr, ADATIR. Mr. Chairman, I just want to inquire of fhe
gentleman from New York if he does not know that the Seecre-
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions have both
recommended the conselidation of these agencies upon the
ground that the business could be more economically handled
and just as satisfactory to the pensioners. :

Mr., GOULDEN. I am fully aware of that, and I have the
highest regard for both gentlemen, but as a Member of this
legislative body I do not allow any administration officer to
influence or direct how I shall vote on the floor of this House.
I will now be glad to yield to the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman from New York and also the
gentleman from Massachusetts have said that there is going to
be an attempt to aeccomplish this in some other way. Could the
gentleman give us the benefit of his knowledge in regard to
that and tell us in what other way it is proposed to be accom-
plished and how and when?

Mr. GOULDEN. I will say I am not in possession of any
such knowledge. The guestion, if answered, must be answered
by the gentleman from Massachusetts,
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Mr., NORRIS. I understood the gentleman from New York
to say that it was going to be brought about in some other way.

Mr, GOULDEN, In the near future, yes; but not now.

Mr. NORRIS. If it is to be brought about in the near future
and is accomplished, then will it not be just as bad for the
pensioners as it would be if accomplished now?

Mr. GOULDEN. Not at all. I mean when the roll decreases,
say, to 500,000 or less, then it can safely be done.

Mr. NORRIS. You mean it will be brought about by the
death of the pensioners?

Mr. GOULDEN. I do; absolutely.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania., If this decapitation of 18
heads is to take place at all, would it not be more agreeable to
this House, as it is now constituted, to have the whole perform-
ance go over until the next House, when the act could be more
gracefully performed?

Mr., GOULDEN. I think not. I would not agree with the
gentleman for a moment. , I shall not be a Member of the next
House, but if I were I should find myself voting, as I shall vote
to-day, against the amendment,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I was just in fear that the
gentlemran from New York would not be in the next House and
we would not have his support in favor of retaining the agen-
cies; that we would be left entirely at the mercy of our friend
from Illinois, who is striking out now upon the line of economy.
Why not perform this unhappy act after we have gone peace-
fully from this side of the House?

Mr. GOULDEN. I think my friend from Pennsylvania is
simply apprehending something that will never occur. There is
as much patriotism on this side of the House to do what is
right for the old soldier as there is on that side, and always has
been, and I have no hesitancy in saying even my good patriotic
friend from Illinois, if he thought this amendment would prevail
in both Houses, I really think he would not offer it. [Laughter.]

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Does the gentleman think because
he will not be in the next House this unpleasant duty ought to
be put off until that time?

Mr. GOULDEN. No; I do not think that at all. I would
be ready to meet it to-day, and my not being in the next House
is purely a voluntary act on my part. It is not because of re-
tirement under force of circumstances.

Mr. MANN. No apologies.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say a word
of explanation of my vote that I shall cast on this amendment,
1 have already stated that I was in favor of a reduction or
consolidation of pension agencies from the present number of
18 to 1. In a former session of this Congress and in sessions
of other Congresses I have advoeated at length the policy of a
reduction of pension agencies, believing that it would be
economy to do so. It has been my lot to be with others of the
House on the conference committee, not only in this Congress
but in preceding Congresses, in which this subject has been
under discussion, the Senate standing firmly on the proposition
that the agencies should all be maintained and we standing for
the judgment of the House and our own opinion in favor of the
reduction of the agencies. Now, we went through this very
fully at the second session of this Congress and went through
the very same difficnlties in the last session of each of the pre-
ceding two Congresses, and we found that we could not pass a
pension bill unless we consented to an amendment providing
for the appropriation of the 18 agencies. I came to this House
at the last session and stated this and submitted the question
to the House, and the House agreed that the conferees on the
part of the House should recede from our posgition on that sub-
ject and we did recede, and the pension bill for the present fiscal
year was passed.

After we had gone through all this trouble in that session,
we found we were driven to do that. Now, at the close of the
Congress, during the short session, the Committee on Appropria-
tions, I .think with entire unanimity, agreed that it was not
either wise, or perhaps proper, to undertake to make the ques-
tion over again in the same Congress, and especially when we
had but a short time fo take it up and rediscuss it and carry
on the controversy. I have not changed my mind in the least
on the subject, but I did not care to go through the same thing
I have gone through with three times or more before, when I
can only expect the same result. For that reason I shall vote
against the amendment, and for that reason alone. And I ap-
peal to the House to vote the amendment down, not upon the
theory that the pension agencies should not be reduced, but be-
cause it is impracticable and impossible to do it at this time.

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman if he sincerely be-
lieves that the gentlemen in another body would absolutely cut
off and refuse to make appropriations at all if they could not
get these 18 agencies provided for?

Mr. KEIFER. It came up at the very last hour in several
sessions, I had a bill passed here on the 4th day of March, 1909,
after 10 o'clock of that day, and within two hours of the Con-
gress adjourning sine die, and we had a hard time to get it
enrolled and signed by President Roosevelt just as his term
expired, and the question then stared us in the face whether we
should adjourn and have a called session of a new Congress to
provide for the appropriation to pay pensions for the fiscal year
beginning the 1st of July, 1909.

Mr. SIMS. They think more of taking care of 18 agents than
909,000 pensioners, then?

Mr. KEIFER. If that criticism applies, it applies to all
parties in the Senate, Distinguished Senators of both parties
stood firmly together and debated from day to day, night after
night, and week after week, the question with us, and said that
they would not yield; and that continued up to the end of each
sesslon, and presumably the Senate’s views remain the same up
to the present time. I think I am as contrary or as obstinate
as anybody, and but for the desire to appropriate money to pay
the pensioners, my comrades of two wars, I should never have
rielded.

Mr. SIMS, The gentleman wants to stand by the pensioners
instead of 18 agents, while these gentlemen prefer to stand by
the agencies.

Mr. KEIFER. Stand by the pensioners, even if I had to take
care of 18 agencies. I think that would be the best policy, and
Ihthink the gentleman would agree with me when it came to
that.

Mr. SIMS. I think the other body would agree to it if they
;vould only come to the conclusion that this body meant what
t said.

Mr. KEIFER. We have carried this thing to the last degree,
I think, more than once, and I appeal to my friends not to em-
barrass this session by that question again.

Mr. ADAIR. Does not the gentleman believe it is possible
that some of those Senators have changed their minds by this
time by reason of what occurred on the Sth of last November?

Mr. KEIFER. I do not think they have changed their minds.
One Member has tried a candidacy for another office, and he is
a splendid man, once a pension agent himself in his own State.
Though a splendid Democrat in every way, he has been as firmly
in favor of sustaining and holding onto the 18 agencies as any-
body else who had an agency to protect. So it is not a party
question., I do not believe any of these people have changed
their minds. A

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr,
Kerrer] has expired.

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FostER].

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 24.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Tellers, Mr. Chairman,

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Kerrer and Mr, Foster of Illi-
nois took their places as tellers.

The committee again divided;
noes 35.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I make the
point of order that there is no quorum shown by this vote,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
the vote does not have to disclose a quorum ; that is the gentle-
man’s point of order. It is not necessary to disclose a quorum.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. It is necessary to disclose
that a quorum is here.

Mr. MANN. But it is not necessary for the vote in committee
to disclose that a quorum is here,

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania.
that there is not a quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania wakes
the point of order that there is not a quorum present. The
Chair will count. [After counting.] There is not a gquorum
present. Under the rule the Clerk will call the roll and ascer-
tain the names of absentees.

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an-
swer to their names:

and there were—ayes 40,

I make the point of order

Allen Bennett, Ky. Calderhead Cook
Ames Boehne Cantrill Coudrey
Anderson Boutell Capron Covington
Andrus Bradley Carter Cox, Ohlo
Ansherry Broussard Clayton Craig
Anthony Burleigh Cocks, N. X. Cravens
Barchfeld Butler Cole Creager
Bartholdt Byrd Collier Currier
Bennet, N, Y. Calder Conry Dalzell
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Dawsoa Guernsey Lowden Pu,lo

Denhf Hamill Lundin Rainey
Douglas Hamlilton MeCall Randell, Tex.
Driscell, D. A, Harrison MeCredie Reeder
Driscoll, M. B. Hawley McGuire, Okla. Reid

Durey Heald McKinlay, Cal. eynolds
Edwards, Ky, Henry, Tex. MeKinney Rhinoek
Elvins Hill McLachlan, Cal. Riordan
Englebright Houston Madison Roberts
Fairehil Howell, Utah Malby Robinson
Fassett Hubbard, Iowa Martin, Colo. Rodenberg
Ferris Huft, Pa. Martin, 8. Hothermel
Finley Hughes, W. Va. Maynard Rucker, Colo,
Fish Johnson, Ky. Millington Rucker, Mo.
Focht Johnson, Ohio Mondell Sabath
Foelker Kitehin Moore, Tex Beott
Fordney Knapp Moss Snapp

Foss, Mass. Kronmiller Muodd Southwick
Foster, Vt. Kiistermann M;lel;fhy Bpight
Fowler Lafean Needham Stanley
Gaines Lamb O'Connell Taylor, Colo.
Gardner, Mags, Langham Oleott Thistlewood
Garner, Pa. Langley Olmsted Thomas, N. C.
Gill, Mo, Latta Ee Wallace
Gillespie Law Palmer, EL W, Washburn
Glass Lawrence Parker Weisse
Goldfogle Lee Patterson Wheeler
Good Lenroot Payne Willett
Gordon Lever earre Woods, Iowa
Graff Lindsay Pickett Woodyard
Greene Livingston Plumley

Gregg Longworth 3

Griest Loudenslager Pratt

Under the rule the committee rose, and the Speaker resumed
the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole
Flouse on the state of the Union, finding itself without a quorum,
the Chalir caused the roll to be called, and reports the absentees,

The SPEAKER. The Chairman of the Committee of the
YWhole House on the state of the Union reports that that com-
mittee finding itself without a gquorum, under the rule he caused
the roll to be called, and reports the names of the absentees.
The call of the roll discloses the presence of 224 Members, a
(uornmn,

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
ask unanimous consent that the Recorp of yesterday be cor-
rected. I am recorded as not being present on a roll call such
as this under the rule.

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will make a statement and
put it on the Clerk’s table, the Chair will lay it before the
House before adjournment, or will recognize the gentleman.
Under the rule ne business can intervene except a motion to
adjourn.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey.
mous consent it conld be done.

The SPEAKER. Well, there will be no trouble about it a
little Iater. The committee will resume its session.

The commitiee resumed its session.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For rent, New York agency, $4,500.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. C’.ha!rman, I move to strike out
the paragraph just read.

AMr. KEIFER. I could not hear what the motion was.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, strike out lines 20 and 21.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, my motion, as I
understood, in the confusion, was that the Clerk read for New
York agency, $4,5600. As the pension agencies have been con-

- solidated, or placed in one, I take it there is no use of appro-
priating for a pension agency in the city of New York.

Mr. KELIHER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Certainly.

Mr. KELITHER. Does the gentleman assume, because this
paragraph has been stricken ouf, that the consolidation has

really occurred?
No; I am just getting ready for the

I thought perhaps by unani-

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois,
consolidation if, by any chanece, it should occur.

Mr. KELIHER. Does the gentleman realize that if this
amendment were agreed to, and the consolidation did not go
through, the New York agency would be without the means of
paying its rent for the coming year?

' Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. They will restore that if they re-
store the agencies, I take it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that the gentleman’s
amendment leaves one agent.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. One agent.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman not expect that that
agent will be located at the most important place in the United
States—the city of New York?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. The most important place for the
payment of pensions would be the city of Washington.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is very im-
portant whether this motion prevails, to strike out lines 20 and
21 on page 2 of the bill, or not. Probably those lines had better
be stricken out, because, assuming that the agencies are to be
consolidated, and we only appropriate for one, we could not
again get jurisdiction of the paragraph in lines 20 and 21, if
we do not do it now. If it is left in the bill by the House and
Senate, it ean not go to conference. If the matter is ever to
go to a conference cn the question of the agencies, it will be
just as well to have this question of rent for the New York
office go to conference also.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER].

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For examination and inspection of pension agencies, $1,500.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out lines 22 and 23 on page 2.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, strikes out lines 22 and 23.

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen-
tleman from Indiana if, assuming that the consolidation takes
place, he would like to make any provision for the inspection
and examination of the one agency remaining?

Mr. CULLOP. There will be but the one agency, and that, in
all probability, will be at Washington, where the examinations
will be free of expense.

Mr. KELIHER. The gentleman so assumes?

Mr. CULLOP. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The questlon is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Indiana.

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
Maxx and Mr. Norris) there were—ayes 92, noes 29.

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill.

Mr, SMITH of Iowa and Mr. FOSTER of Illinois rose.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment as a new section.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Syiti], a
member of the committee, is first recogunized.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

after line 25, in a rate pArAgTap
e R T T T
n en
ieher:b}exaum?reumrg):ry avonc_lgers nhpall be abolish: d ?gs::l?
vouchers red shall attached to or be a pe.rt ot the payment
checks ; and the commissioner shall further report what. if any, changes
in the law are necessary to carry such plan into effect.”

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, under a practice which
has long prevailed, at the time that the check for a past guarter
is mailed to the pensioner there is mailed in the same envelope
a voucher of about the size of one full sheet of letter paper
covered with printed matter. This voucher is about three times
the size of the check itself, and about three-fourths of the con-
tents of each envelope in weight will be found in this voucher.

There are in round numbers about 1,000,000 pensioners, and
these vouchers are thus carried out by the Government, and
of course at least the railway mail pay is incurred upon them
four times a year. Four million of these vouchers are annually
sent out to the pensioners. They are signed and returned to the
pension agency in a Government penalty envelope, so that the
Government again carries the voucher back through the mail
and has the expense of providing 4,000,000 penalty envelopes for
their return.

When they get back they are examined by the pension agent
before he issues the check, and as the voucher can not be executed
before the 4th day of the month, the check reaches the pen-
sioner anywhere from two or three days to two weeks after the
date when payment of the pension is due.

This is an antiquated system of paying money, and the propo-
gition is that hereafter the check shall be mailed to the pen-
sioner and upon it there shall be a sufficient voucher which in
all respects will protect the Government and thus enable the pen-
sioner immediately on the 4th of the month to deposit his check
in any bank with voucher attached, duly executed, and draw his
pension. By this means you will save the carrying of this
4,000,000 of documents twice through the mails every year; you
will save the printing of these vounchers in a large part, because
the voucher will be much more brief on the back of the check.
You will save the paper on which the vouchers are printed,
you will save 4,000,000 envelopes, and you will save the vast
clerk hire in every pension agency in the United States for
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clerks who fill up the vouchers, which are nothing but waste
paper on the files of the Government. You will have the
voucher executed simultaneously with the deposit of the check,
and the pensioner will receive the money when due, and not a
week or two weeks after it is due.

I am anxious that this modern system may be inaugurated in
the Pension Office and take the place of this obsolete and anti-
quated system of payment, And when this amendment shall
have been adopted, as I hope it will be, the Pension Bureau will
be set at work for this next year working out the administrative
details and the trifling changes of law that will be necessary
to the end that this modern system may be put in operation,
beneficent in every respect as it is. [Applauvse.] I ask that the
amendment be adopted.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to oppose this
amendment; I make no point of order against it, for I think it
is a proper one. There is another consideration, however, and
that is, a great many of these soldiers and their widows are old,
and to some of them it is a great hardship in certain seasons of
the year to go to distant parts and sign a voucher, and some are
put to great trouble and expense in order to get these vouchers
executed and signed and transmitted. I think the proposition
to have the subject looked into and a report made is a very in-
teresting and important one.

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. In
the new plan, which I heartily approve, will it require a signed
voucher before a notary public?

Mr. KEIFER. No; that is all dispensed with, according to
the plan of the gentleman from Iowa. They will sign the
check on the back, with a proper voucher there. That is my
understanding.

Mr. HULL of Towa. The gentleman from Ohio has given a
good deal of attention to these pension matters since he has
been a member of the subcommittee. I would like to ask him
what safeguard would the Government have in order to see that
improper persons or wrongful persons did not get the checks
and cash them? What evidence would come back showing that
the proper persons had received the money?

Mr. KEIFER. The Government would have the same safe-
guards that it has now.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There would be more safeguards than
there are now. If the gentleman will permit me——

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Under the existing system the check is
sent when the voucher is received and examined. There is not
the slightest safeguard as to who will cash the check. Any-
body that can sign the name of the pensioner on the back of
the check can draw the money. The widow or a pensioner's
dissolute son or a quasi member of the family could draw the
money unlawfully by signing the name of the pensioner. That
is all that is necessary.

Under the new system there will be a voucher on the back of
the check or attached to it by which the signer will be abso-
lutely identified as being the payee of the check, and far more
security to the Government than under the present system.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The law of merchants would guard
against anybody drawing a check made payable to another indi-
vidual. There is nothing in that proposition. The Government
requires that no voucher shall be executed until after the date
of the payment shall have matured, which, in Iowa, is the 1st
day of the month of each guarter, or the 4th, I think; in other
States there may be other dates, but whatever that date is a
man must fornish evidence that he is alive on that date.

He has to furnish evidence that he is the identical person, and
show his pension certificate. Now, you may say that is a hard-
ship. It is a hardship, probably, in many ecases, but my friend
from Towa [Mr. Smite] will admit it is true that thousands of
men have gone up and made wrongful affidavits to their pen-
sions, and we have had to recover the pension by action.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. But the gentleman does not understand
the proposition. First, you will have a real voucher on the back
of the check or attached to it, which will show everything that
is shown by this prior voucher, and identify the man that draws
the money as the very pensioner, thus making it more effective
in every way on every one of these matters to which the gentle-
man has referred than the old system.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. As I understand the gentleman's propo-
eition, it is to send out the $160,000,000 to the pensioners be-
fore any voucher is filed at all as to whether they are living or
dead.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In checks. Every check will be paya-
ble on the execution of the voucher on the back of the check or
attached thereto.

Mr. HULL of Towa. And that identifies the pensioner more
than it does now?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Under the old system the check went
out unaccompanied by any voucher, and there was no identifi-
cation of the pensioner at all, but now the man who draws the
money on the check will have to be identified as the pensioner.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman’s check from the House
of Representatives goes to Warter I. SmITH, and it is assumed
by the man who cashes that check that you are Warrer I
SamiTH, or else he loses.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Ohio may have the time extended for
three minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Hurr] on my right suggests a possible difficulty, and forgets
that that same thing obtains now, because it happens in every
agency that after the voucher is prepared and sent in for the
quarterly statement there are numbers of the pensioners who
have died and the check goes to somebody and has to be returned
unpaid. That would happen perhaps more frequently if the new
plan was adopted, but I only wish to say this in conclusion, that
this amendment does not of itself perfect a new and simpler
system, but refers the matter to the Commissioner of Pensions
to work it out and make a report, which report will be up for
consideration at a future session of Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add as a new paragraph on page 2:

“ The Commissi of Pensi is hereby authorized and directed,
with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, to arrange the pen-
sioners, for the payment of pensions, in three groups as he may think
proper ; and he may from time to time change “i pensioner from one
group to another as he maf; deem convenient for the transaction of the
public business. The pensioners in the first group shall be paid their
quarterly pensions on January 4, April 4, July 4, and October 4 of each
year ; the pensioners in the second group shall be paid their quarterly
pensions on February 4, May 4, August 4, and November 4 of each year;
and the pensioners in the third group shall be paid their quarterly pen-
sions on March 4, June 4, September 4, and mber 4 of each year.
The Commissioner of Pensions is hereby fully authorized, with the ap-

roval of the Secre of the Interior, to cause payments of pensions to
Re made for the fractional parts of quarters created by such change so
as to properly adjust all payments as herein provided.

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order against that, that
it is a change of existing law. If we adopt the plan of abolish-
ing the agencies, I think it would be better for the Secretary of
the Interior to work out a new system.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to
the gentleman from Ohio that this is the same amendment that
was incorporated in last year's bill, which we passed, when the
pension agencies were abolished in this House. This is only
a scheme to carry out the idea we had at that time, and I am
heartily in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Iowa ; but until that can be put in practice I have thought
it was best to have some plan if the pension agencies were con-
solidated, so I offered that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the
amendment is a change of existing law and is out of order.

Mr. KEIFER., Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report the bill with the amendments agreed to
to the House, with the recommendation that the amendments be
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union [Mr. STERLING] reported that
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R.
29157) making appropriations for pensions, and had instructed
him to report the same to the House with sundry amendments,
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and
that the bill as amended do pass. i

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote asked on any of the
amendments?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
separate vote on the amendment on page 2, lines 12, 13, and 14,
which were stricken out.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on
the bill and amendments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands
a separate vote on the first amendment.

Mr. MANN, I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
he had better have a separate vote on the amendments affecting
the pension agencies, and there are three,
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Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I will modify my motion
accordingly.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania de-
gire a vote separately or en bloc?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, On the first three.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the first
three amendments,

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes
seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr, Grauaym of Pennsylvania)
there were—ayes 100, noes 20.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I demand the
yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Twenty-three gentlemen have arisen, not a
sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are refused.

So the first three amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The guestion now is on the fourth amend-
ment,

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. KErer, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following concurrent resolu-
tion was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its
appropriate committee, as indicated below :

Benate concurrent resolution 38,

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That there be printed as a document, with accompanying {llustrations
for the use of the Senate and House of Representatives, 3.000 coples o
the report of the committee and the views of the minor. .y and the
evidence taken, together with appendixes, in the investigation made

ursuant to public resolution No. 9, approved January 19, 1910, author-
zing an investigation of the Department of the Interior and its several
bureaus, officers, and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry, in the
Department of Agriculture, and its officers and employees, 1,000 for
the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Repre-
gentatives, and that there be printed in one volume 30,000 additional
coples of the report of the committee and the views of the minority,
10,000 for the use of the Senate and 20,000 for the use of the House
of Hepresentatives—

to the Committee on Printing,
CORRECTION.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the Journal and Recorp of yesterday may be cor-
rected.

The SPEAKER. In what respect does the gentleman desire
them corrected?

Mr., HUGHES of New Jersey. I am carried in the Recorp
on a roll eall on the absence of a quornm as being absent. I
was present during the call and answered to my name.

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit
the same request.

The SPEAKER. The Journal and Recorp will be corrected.

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR PORTO RICO.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President, which was read and referred to the Com-
mittee on Insular Affairs:

To the Benate and House of Representalives:

As required by section 31 of the act of Congress approved
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,”
I have the honor to transmit herewith the volume containing
the laws enacted by the- legislative assembly of Porto Rico
during the special session beginning August 30 and ending Sep-
tember 3, 1910.

Tae WHite House, December 13, 1910,
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remainder of this legislative day may be set apart
for the consideration of District business. I desire to say there
are a few Senate bills I would like to call up.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the remainder of this day may be set aside
for the consideration of business in order on District day.

Mr. MANN. Mr. SBpeaker, reserving the right -to object, I
would like to ask what bills the gentleman desires to call up.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There are some Senate bills T
desire to call up, and I can perhaps tell the gentleman the bills
I will not ecall up to which there may be objection,

WL, H. TAFT,

XLVI—18

Mr., MANN. The gentleman could not pass very many, and
if we know what is in the gentleman's mind as to which he is
going to endeavor to have passed, I think it would be a very easy
matter for the gentleman to say what they are.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I can tell very quickly, sir, the bills
that I would like to call up. There is the bill H. R. 20375,
which relates to changes in highway plans; the bill H. R.
22602, which relates to the pay of crossing policemen; the bill
H. R. 22688, referring to the extension of Thirteenth Street;
the bill 8. 6910, relating to the Reno.Road extension; the bill
8. 6743, relating to the designation of land for assessment; and
the bill H. R. 21331, for the widening of Park Road.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not need to read any more,
because, of course, they never will get that many bills up.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I apprehend I can get these bills
disposed of in an hour if the House will give us an opportunity.

Mr. MANN. The second bill the gentleman named will take
more than an hour to pass.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.
refer to?

Mr. MANN. The bill increasing the pay of certain police-
men.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will leave that out, then.

Mr., MANN. Or any other bill that increases the pay of any
District officials.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will say this, that the committee
is so anxious to dispose of the bills on the calendar that, if
when I eall these bills up any Member objects, I will lay the
bills aside. That is as fair as it can be.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of District business.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
bills on the District Calendar, with Mr. Tiusox in the chair.

CHANGES IN SYSTEM OF HIGHWAYS.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up
the bill (H. R. 20375) to authorize certain changes in the per-
manent system of highways, Distriet of Columbia.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lumbia are hereby authorized to Dmfue a new highway plan for that
triangular portion of the Distrlet of Columbia bounded on the north-
westerly part by Western Avenue, on the southerlg part by Rittenhouse
Street, and on the easterly paft by Thirty-third Street, and to include
in said new highway R}an a new plan of Broad Branch Road from
Rittenhouse Street to Western Avenue, under the provisions contained
in the act of Congress approved March 2, 1803, entitled “An aet to
provide a permanent system of highwa s in that part of the District
of Columbia lying outside of cities,’”” and an amendment to said act a
proved June 28, 1808; that upon the completion and recording of xam
pew highway plan it shall take the place of and stand for any previcus
plan for said portion of the District of Columbia; and that the Bortloa
of the highway thereby abandoned, if any, shall revert to the abutting
oWners.

Also the following committee amendments were read:

Strike out of page 1 all of line 5 after the word * Columbia " ; all of
lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and up to the word * under,” in line 10, and insert in
lien thereof the words * lying north of Rittenhouse Street, west of
Thirty-third Street. and southeast of the Distriet line.”

- Str{lr)ke odu% of page 2 all of line 4 after the word * Columbia™ and
nes an a

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the report is very
short, but as it explains all there is to the bill, I will ask the
Clerk to read it.

The CHAIEMAN.
report.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 20875) to authorize certain changes in the permanent
system of highways, Distriet of Columbia, report the same back to the
;:]:Iuse with the recommendation that it do pass, when amended as
OLIOWS

Strike out of page 1 all of line 5 after the word * Columbia ;" all of
lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and up to the word * under,” In line 10, and insert in
fien thereof the words “lying north of Rittenhouse Street, west of
Thirty-third Street, and southeast of the District line.”

Strike out of page 2 all of line 4 after the word “ Columbla ™ and
lines 5 and 6.

These amendments were made to the bill in accordance with the
recommendations of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in
their letter of approval, which is as follows:

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA,
Washington, March 2, 1910,

Sir: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor
to submit. the following on H. R. 20375 (61st Cong., 2d sess.), to
authorize certain changes in the permanent system of highways, Dis-

Which one does the gentleman

Without objection, the Clerk will read the
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trict tor Columbia, which you referred to them for examination and
report.

t is proposed by the bill' to authorize a change in the highway plan
for tha rtion of the District of Columbia bounded Dby Wyes ern
Avenue, Rittenhonse Street, and Thirty-third 8 NW., and to include
therein a new line for Broad Branch Road from Rittenhouse Street to
Western Avenue.

A blueprint is inclosed showing the territory affected.

The changes contemplated are as follows:

The highway plans propose a straight extension of a highway known
a8 Droad Branch Road, which now follows closely the lines of the
old county road, also known as Broad Branch Road, as far as Ritten-
house Street. Be{ond this point the old road makes a deflection to the
left, as indicated by the area crosslined.

To extend the proposed highway acmrd.ln% to the present plans would
be to bring the intersection at the District line some distance from the
present road, which would cause considerable inconvenience to the sec-
tion lying in Maryland, as this road is substsntinllly built and property
has Leen sold and houses erected along its boundaries.

The change ipm{:csed by the inclosed bill is to deflect the proposed
highway from its intersection with Rittenhouse Street to conform prac-
tically ‘with the present constructed road. This will affect about 900
feet of the proposed highway, and being so mear the District line a
change In direction, it i3 thought, will not be in the least objectionable
and will obviate the necessity of abandoning the old road and building
a complete new highway, which would also seriously affect the proper-
ties in Maryland adjacent to this point.

The commissionera are in favor of the proposed change, but recommend
the bill be amended as follows :

Lincs 5 to 10, inclusive, %nge 1 of the bill, strike out the words
“ pounded on the northwesterly part by Western Avenue, on the south-
erly part by Rittenhouse Street, and on the easterly part by Thirty-third
Street, and to include in said mew highway plan a new plan of Broad
Branch Road from Rittenhouse Street to Western Avenue” and insert
in lieu thereof “ lying north of Rittenhouse Street, west of Thirty-third
Street, and southeast of the District line.”

Lines 4 to 6, inclusive, 2bystr1ke out the following, * and that
the portion of the highway thereby abandoned, if any, shall revert to
the abutting owners.”

Very respecifully,
Boarp oF CoMMISSIONERS DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA,
By Cuxo H. RUDOLPH, President.
Hon. 8. W. BMITH,
Thairman Committee on the District of Columbia
2 House of Representatives, Wuaﬁ(ngtcm, D. 0.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that
in addition to the report anything I can add will be of interest,
except as to the last two lines of the bill. I desire to say to
the committee that there are only small strips of land that ean
hardly be surveyed and little strips here and there by the side
of the road that are possibly a foot or two wide and sometimes
2 feet long.

Mr. M,ENN. I understand that this bill is in conformity
with the wishes of the people of that locality?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is. There is not the slightest
objection to it.

The CHAIRMAN,
mittee amendments.

TlLe question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill
be laid aside with the favorable recommendations.

The motion was agreed to.

EXTENSION OF THIRTEENTH STREET.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up
the bill (H. IR. 22688) for the opening of Thirteenth Street N1V.,
from Longfellow Street to Fourteenth Street (or Piney Branch)
Road.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill,

Tie Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That under and in accordance with the provisions
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of
Columbia, within six months after the Egssage of this act the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, au-
thorized and directed to institute a proceeding in rem to condemn the
land that may be necessary for the opening of Thirteenth Street NW.
from Longfellow Street to Fourteenth Street (or Piney Branch) Road,
and to grade and improve the same according to the permanent high-
way plan of the Distriet of Columbia.

Spc. 2, That there is hereby appropriated
nues of the District of Columbla and one-half from any moneys in the
Tres y not otherwise appropriated, an amount sufficient to pay the nec-
essary costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursu-
ant hercto and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages, the
amonnts assessed for benefits to be paid to the District of Columblia and
covercd into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the District
of Columbla and the United States in equal 5

Also the following committee amendments were read:

Insert in line T, Fa%e 1, after the word “ institute,” the words “in
the supreme court of the District of Columbia.”

S!riﬂe out of line 10, page 1, the word * Longfellow " and insert in
lien thereof the words “ its terminus north of Madison.”

Strike out of line 10, page 1, the words “ Fourteenth Street or,” and
the two parenthesis signs.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I ask for a vote, Mr., Chairman.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the amendment
reported by the committee provides for a roadway or street 110
feet in width.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is the width of Thirteenth
Street. That is in conformity with the plans of the street,

The question is on agreeing to the com-

one-half from the reve-

i?lIr.; MANN. What object is there in having a street 110 feei
wide?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It has been laid out for some time.
A good portion of the street is open, and this is for connecting
the two ends, from Madison street up, and that is the width of
the balance of the street. This is in conformity with the plans.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendments, L

The question was taken, and the committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation.

The title was amended to read as follows:

A bill to authorize the extension of Thirteenth Street NW. from its
present ferminus north of Madison Street to Piney Branch Road.

EXTENSION OF RENO ROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ecall up the bill
(S. 6010) to provide for the extension of Ileno Road, in the
District of Columbia.

The bill was read; as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That under and In accordance with the provisions
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of
Columbia, within six months after the passage of this act, the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbla be, and they are hereby, author-
ized and directed to institute in the supreme court of the District of
Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be neces-
sary for the extension of Reno Road, as lald down on the permanent
system of highway oglsms. from Fessenden Street to Chesapeake Street,
with a width of 1 feet.

8ec. 2, That the entire amount found to be due and awarded by the
i:ry in sald proceeding as damages for and in respect of the land to

condemn for said extension, plus the costs and expenses of said
proceeding, shall be assessed by the jury as Dbenefits: Provided, That
nothing in said subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of said code shall be con-
strued to authorize the jury to assess less than the aqgrflg'ate amount
of the dama, awarded for and In respect of the land to be con-
demned and the costs and expenses of the proceeding hereunder,

8ec. 3. That there Is hereby appropriated from the revenues of the
District of Columbia an amount sufficlent to pay the necessary costs
and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursnant hereto
and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages, to be repaid to
the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits and covered
lntlo t;uie Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the District of
Columbia.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not know of
any objection to this bill from any source. Therefore, 1 ask
for a vote.

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation,

WIDENING PARK ROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr, Chairman, I call up the bill
(H. R. 21331) for the purchase of land for widening Park Road,
in the District of Columbia.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum-
bia Le, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to purchm‘ for
widening Park Road, the triangular lot designated as * Lot A" in
Chapin DBrown's subdivision of parts of Mount Pleasant and Pleasant
Plains, called * Ingleside,” as recorded in liber County No. 8, folio 87,
of the records of the office of the surveyor of the Dis ict of Columbia,
nt3 a Srice deemed by them to be r ble, not ling the sum of

Sec. 2. That the sum of §3,600, or so much thereof as may be neces-
sary, is hereby appropriated for the purchase of sald lot, ‘Pa{ﬁmle one
half from the revenues of the Disirlet of Columbia am e other
half out of any moneys In the United States Treasury not otherwise
appropriated.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I ask for a vote.
The bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation.

WIDENING SIXTEENTH STREET NW., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill
(8. 4626) for the widening of Sixteenth Street NW. at Piney
Branch, and for other purposes: -

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That under and in accordance with the provisions
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of
Columbia, within six months after the passage of this act the Commis-
gioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, anthorized
and directed to institute in the supreme court of the District of Colum-
bia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be necessary for
the widening of SBixteenth Street where it crosses Piney Branch, on the
east side, between Shepherd Street and Spring Road, so as to preserve
the valley grade and connect with Piney Branch Parkway, in accord-
ance with tpians on file in the office of the Engineer Commissioner of the
District of Columbin, the area of the land to be acquired not to exceed
43 acres.

A8\;1‘:. 2. That there is hereby npprogﬂnted, one-half from the revenues
of the District of Columbia and one-half from anf money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, an amount sufficlent to pay the neces-
sary costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant
hereto and for the yment of amounts awarded as damages; the
amounts collected as benefits to be repald to the District of lumbia
and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the Dis-
triet of Columbia and the United States in equal parts.

Sec. 3. That the Commissloners of the Distriet of Columbia be, and
they are hereby, authorized to make a new hifhwaf plan for that por-
tion of the District of Columbia in the vicinity of said widening and
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along the Piney Branch Parkway under the provisions contained in the
act of Congress approved March 2, 1593, entitled “An act to provide a
f»ernmnent system of highways in that part of the District of Columbia

Ing outside of cities,” and an amendment to said act approved June
2)5, 5893; that upon the completion and recording of said new highway
plan it shall take the place of and stand for any previous plan for said
portion of the District of Columbia.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, T would like to ask what the
policy of the committee is in reference to these appropriations
covering the cost. I notice in the bill we passed a moment ago—
another Senate bill—it provided that the cost of the suits should
be paid in the first instance out of the revenues of the District
of Columbia. This provides that it shall be paid one-half out of
the revenues of the District and one-half out of money in the
Treasury, and be repaid to the District of Columbia and be cov-
ered into the Treasury, one-half and one-half. What is the dif-
ference in these cases, and what is the rule laid down by the
committee?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In this case it is a public park.
This is land lying east of Sixteenth Street Bridge. The bridge
has been completed at an expense of §160,000, of which
$100,000 is said to be for esthetic purposes. The purchase of
this 4} acres at the east side of the bridge is to make it in
conformity with some land purchased on the west side of the
bridge, so that there can be some additional land on each side
of the bridge, and so that houses can not be built there, dis-
fizuring the situation. This is a case where the District and the
Government join in the appropriation, whereas in the other
bills passed they are entirely at the expense of the District.

Mr. MANN. This is to widen Sixteenth Street. How wide
is Sixteenth Street at that point?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, At this point it is under the bridge.
For the moment I am not able to state the width of the bridge.
The Government owns no land outside of the limits of the
street upon the east side. If this money is appropriated to buy
this 44 acres, under the plan they purpose to have also a road
around the 4} acres; and it will also make an entrance from
Fourteenth Street down to Sixteenth Street to go under the
bridge into Rock Creek Park. None of this 41 acres is owned
by the Government.

Mr. MANN. Then it is not really a street opening?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, no; not strictly.

Mr. MANN. But it comes with the provision for condemna-
tion for the widening of a street? J

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Yes.

Mr. MANN. Who is it assumed that it would benefit that
could be assessed?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, The general public.

Mr. MANN. You can not make an assessment for the general
public and against private property when the general public
only is benefited.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The general public will be benefited
and assessed for the benefit of getting into Rock Creek Park.
‘While a certain section will be benefited, the land on each side
of this purchase will be benefited, as much as will the Govern-
ment in the addition of the $160,000 bridge of which the com-
missioner says $100,000 is for esthetic purposes.

Mr. MANN. Then Congress was misled in having it con-
structed.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. That of course this committee has
had nothing to do with.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not state to us that there
was any intention on the part of Congress to spend $60,000 for
};tiliturian purposes and $100,000 for esthetic purposes on this

ridge.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. I have tried to be entirely frank
with the gentleman in giving the statement as to the matter.

Mr, MANN. If I did not think the gentleman would be en-
tirely frank with the committee in telling about this matter, I
wonld not make inguiry. He is always frank with the com-
mittee.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Under the circumstances, in view
of the amount of money that has been expended already, I
think it would be a mistake not to purchase this 4} acres of land.

Mr. STAFFORD. Is this Sixteenth Street Bridge that the
gentleman refers to the so-called Connecticut Avenue Bridge?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; this is a bridge but recently
completed.

Mr. MANN. Away out?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Away out.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has this proposed purchase of land ever
been considered by Congress in a separate bill?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. The purchase of the land has been hereto-
fore considered in some other bill?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Propositions similar to this have
been considered.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has this identical proposition been up be-
fore Congress before?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes.

Mr., STAFFORD. In what session?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The last session.

13[:. STAFFORD. Has the House ever acted on the proposi-
tion?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; the House never took any
action upon it.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the estimated value of the land
proposed to be condemned?

Mr, SMITH of Michigan, Four and one-half acres, and the
estimate of the commissioners is that it will cost about $15,000.

If there are no further guestions, I ask for a vote.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I do not want to ask any questions.
I want the floor in my own right.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Very well.

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to
buy a little strip of ground of 44 acres on the east side of Six-
teenth Street Bridge, as I understand it. Some time ago—I do
not know how long ago—the Government bought the bottom of
Piney Branch, which connects Sixteenth Street with Rock Creek
Park, paying, as I have understood, about $80,000 for the hottom
of this creek. I am not sure as to the amount. Now, when they
built the Sixteenth Street Bridge it was built away out where
there are no settlements at all. There are no houses near this
bridge that you can see anywhere. That was the case a few
months ago. They then found that it was impossible to get
down from the embankment of Sixteenth Street to this little
piece of ground that the Government bought for $80,000.

It was a very nice scheme for some one to sell to the Govern-
ment the old Piney Branch Creek bottom and have the Gov-
ernment improve it by a beautiful winding road through there
that would improve all the property upon each side, and then
come back to the Government and ask it to purchase 4} acres
of ground, which it is estimated will cost when the road is com-

pleted more than $30,000, not only for the purpose of getting

down into this bottom of Piney Branch, but for the purpose of
improving the property through which this beautiful road is to
be made on the east side of the Piney Branch or Sixteenth
Street Bridge. I do not know who proposes to benefit by this,
and I do not care.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.
question?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I heard the gentleman state that
the cost would be $30,000. The gentleman means that perhaps
the improvements that the Government may put upon the land
will bring the cost up to that amount?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes; that is what I mean.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not think anyone can tell that,
for there have been no plans made for it.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. My information is from an engineer
who has done some work out in that vicinity.

Mr. MANN. There will be nothing expended unless we
appropriate it.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No; but his estimate was that it
would cost $30,000.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not know how anyone can
make an estimate when there have been no plans prepared.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. His idea was to make a winding
road that would come around under this bridge, and that to buy
this land and make this road would cost the Government
$30,000. Now, it seems to me that this Congress ought to stop
improving real estate for the benefit of men who are speculators
in real estate. I am not blaming the chairman of this com-
mittee, or any member of it, but from my investigation of this
property—and I went out there and looked at it last summer—I
became convinced that the Government had been mulcted to the
tune of a good many thousand dollars in the improvement of this
particular property for the benefit of some real-estate men. I
believe it ought to stop now, and that if these people want a
little strip of ground improved down in the bottom of some
creek they ought to be willing to give the ground to the Govern-
ment for the purpose of improving it, without selling it for a
vast sum of money, to the benefit of their property on each side.
That is a very nice thing for the men who happen to own the
real estate in that particular neighborhood.

Mr. STAFFORD. I understood from the gentleman’s remarks
that he was acquainted with this particular parcel of land.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I saw it at one time and have
looked it over. y

Mr. STAFFORD. Is the gentleman acquainted with the
value of property in that neighborhood?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No, sir; I am not,

May I ask the gentleman a
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Mr. STAFFORD. I understood the chairman of the com-
mittee to say that it was estimated that it would cost $4,000 an
acre.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I said that the 4} acres would
cost $15,000. It is a bowl-shaped piece of ground along the
east side of the bridge.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, we had a similar experi-
ence in regard to the purchase of land near the Connecticut
Avenue Bridge. That was a plece of land near the end of
that magnificent structure, and looked to those of us who
went out there as if it was not worth anything, and we refused
to take the matter of authorizing an appropriation or condemn-
ing the land into consideration at all. Since the committee
refused to take action In regard to that piece of land, and it
wans somewhere in the neighborhood of 40 feet below the level
of the street, some enterprising real-estate man purchased the
ground and has put up a large and magnificent apartment
house, which absolutely obstructs the view of the Comnecticut
Avenue Bridge that hag cost the Government and the District
a million and a half dollars.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman advocate the Govern-
ment's condemning the apartment house?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at all; but the District and the Gov-
ernment refused to take that land just as it is proposed to
refuse to take this.

Mr. MANN. Where is this apartment house?

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is right on the very approach of the
Connecticut Avenue Bridge.

Mr. MANN. I walk over the Connecticut Avenue Bridge
every week and I never saw it. Does the gentleman refer to
the large new apartment house on this side?

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is at the south end of the bridge. I
think it is the Dresden apartment house,

Mr. MANN. In what respect is that a damage to the bridge
or the approach to the bridge?

Mr. CAMPBELL. It obstructs the view of anyone who is
approaching the bridge.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have ridden over that bridge many
times and I have not noticed any obstruction of the view.

Mr. MANN. The bridge does not run straight. The mistake
that was made was in not putting it on a straight street, but
running it off on a curve.

Mr. CAMPBELIL. The apartment house obstructs the view of
the bridge as you approach it, is the point I make.

Mr. MANN. But there is a hill there, and a man can not see
it from this side, that is sure. I live out there myself.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I walked down there Sunday, and I did
not know I was approaching the bridge until I had got upon it.
Now, I fear that the District will find itself in the same condi-
tion in regard to the property mentioned in this bill that it finds
itself in regard to the property near the Connecticut Avenue
Bridge.

Mr, MANN. This apartment house is one of the handsomest
apartment houses in the city, and is handsomer as an apartment
house and more of an ornament to the city than is the bridge
as a bridge, and much more useful.

Mr. CAMPBELL. But this or any other apartment house
ought not to have been built at that point.

Mr, MANN. The apartment house does not interfere with
the bridge in the slightest degree.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, the gentleman from Illinois has good
taste about some things, but his taste about that matter is
faulty.

Mr. MANN. I do not ask the gentleman from Kansas to pass
upon the taste of the gentleman from Illinois; the gentleman
from Kansas will have to go to school first,

Mr, CAMPBELL. I am aware that we are admonished not
to question another man's taste, and I shall not question the
taste of the gentleman from Illinois in this particular, but I
would not ornament a monumental bridge with apartment
houses.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I object to this bill

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I hope the gentleman will with-
hold his objection,

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois, I will withhold it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have no interest in this except
that I think the Government in a short time will have to pay
more money for the land than they can now get it for. The
gentleman is mistaken if he thinks this is a real-estate scheme.
The land beyond this has been platted already.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I am perfectly willing for the
chairman of the committee to have all the time he wants, but
at the conclusion I shall object to it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Very well, then, Mr. Chairman, T
will withdraw the bill under the statement that I made. I

would like to make a suggestion, and that is, that gentlemen
object to the bills when they are called up and not after they
have been considered some time. If they will make their ob-
jection known early, we will make a saving in time.

I would like to know if there is any objection to the taking up
of the bill relating to the pay of crossing policemen.

Mr. MANN. Let us have the bill.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.

My, SMITH of Michigan. Noj; I do not want to have the bill
reporfed. I would ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]
if he will object to that bill for the pay of crossing policemen.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Yes,

Mr. MANN. I object to any bills raising salaries at this time.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. These salaries were to be paid for
by the railroad companies, so I thought perhaps the gentleman
would not object.

Mr. MANN. The mere fact that somebody else is to pay the
salarles does not appeal to me as much as it does to the gentle-
man.

Alr. SMITH of Michigan. The bill is on the calendar, and it
is immaterial to me who pays the salaries, except I desired to
say that the Government does not pay in this case. Then, Mr.
Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise and report.the
bills, with amendments and without amendments, with a recom-
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the bills,
with and without amendment, do pass.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman has a lot of street-opening bills?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am going to call the House Cal-
endar next.

The CHATRMAN. The gquestion is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Michigan that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. TrrsoN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration sundry bills concerning
the District of Columbia, and had directed him to report the
same back to the House, some with amendment and some with-
out amendment, with the recommendation that the amendments
be agreed to and that the bills as amended do pass.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bills.

The Clerk reported the following House bills, some with
amendment and some without amendment. The amendments
were agreed to; and the bills were severally ordered to be en-
grossed and read a third time, were read the third time, and
passed:

A bill (H. R. 20375) to authorize certain changes in the
permanent system of highways, District of Columbia.

A bill (H. R. 22688) for the opening of Thirteenth Street
NW. from Longfellow Street to Fourteenth Street (or Piney
Branch) Reoad.

A bill (H. R. 21331) for the purchase of land for widening
Park Road, in the District of Columbia.

The Clerk reported the following Senate bill, which was
ordered to be read a third time, was read the third time, and
passed : :

S.06010. An act to provide for the extension of Ileno Road,
in the District of Columbia.

WASHINGTON BANITARY HOUSING CO.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (8.
5651) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the Wash-
ington Sanitary Housing Co.,”” approved April 23, 1904, which
I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of an act entitled “An act to Incor-

rate the Washington Sanitary Housing Co.,” approved April 23, 1004

e amended by striking out the words *“ 4 per cent" in the proviso an
substituting the words “ 5 per cent."

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, let us have some explana-
tion of it. I will reserve the right to object.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from California [Mr. KAun].

Mr. KEAHN. Mr. Speaker, the Washington Sanitary Hous-
ing Co. Is a corporation organized in the District of Columbia
for the purpose of constructing houses for the poorer people of
the District. Many of the prominent citizens of this city have
taken stock in this company, and up to the present time they
have been able to raise about $70,000.

They have built something like 40 houses, accommodatin
abont 80 families. Those houses are occupied prineipally b
colored people, and the rents are very moderate. At 4 per cent
the company has found that it did not raise the amount of
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money it bad anticipated would be raised in the philanthropic
canse contemplated by the incorporators. I want to say fo the
gentleman that none of the officers of the company receive a
cent of salary. It is believed that by allowing a 5 per cent
rate of interest a considerably increased subscription for stock
will resnlt and the company will be thus enabled to do much for
the better housing of the poor people of Washington.

Mr. MANN. If I may interrupt the gentleman, and I ask
if I am not correct, I understand this: This company is engaged
in building houses for the poor in the alleys, and so forth, where
if it was not done by private interests we might be compelled to
do it through governmental agencies.

Mr. KAHN. I do not doubt it,

Mr. MANN. And all they are asking now is that they may
reimburse themselves out of their rents to the extent of 5 per
cent interest instead of 4 per cent.

Mr. KAHN. Not only that, but

Mr. MANN. That is all they are asking?

Mr. KAHN. That is all A

Mr. MANN. And it does not require any Government funds
in any way?

Mr. KAHN. None whatever.

Mr. MANN. And no guaranty?

Mr. KAHN. None whatever.

Mr. COX of Indiana. May. I ask the gentleman one gues-
tion? On what is that 5 per cent based?

Mr. KAHN. On the stock issued by the company. Down to

the present time about $70,000 worth of stock has been issued,
and the company feels that if the investment were made a littie
more attractive by allowing a little larger rate of interest that
it would get a considerably increased number of subseriptions
to its stock, and it would be better able then to carry on its
philanthropie work.

Mr. COX of Indiana. If the rate of interest is increased, I
suppose they can only recoup themselves by raising the rents.

Mr. KAHN. They probably will raise the rentals, yet the
rentals are so low I dare say the 1 per cent additional would
not make any material difference.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman think a corporation
engaged in the real-estate business that earns 5 per cent on the
capital invested is engaged in a purely philanthropic work?

Mr. KAHN. As a matter of fact there is nobody else that is
willing to do this work

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be—

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will pardon me for a moment,
I think he will find that as a rule the amount of money in-
vested in the poor quarters of a large city will bring on the
investment a considerably larger rate of interest than 5 per
cent. I think if he will go to his own city, or if he will go to
any other of the large cities of the country, he will find that the
property which is occupied by the poor population pays in rental
a very much larger percentage of interest than 5 per cent.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be true in San Francisco, but
it is not true in New York.

Mr. KAHIN. It is true all over the country.

Mr., COX of Indiana. Is there any requirement in the char-
ter as to how much stock they can issue?

Mr. MANN. Half a million dollars.

Mr. KAHN. Five hundred thousand dollars.

Mr. NORRIS. Is there a limit in the charter as to the rate
of interest?

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 5
My, NORRIS. That is limited to 4 per cent?
Mr. KAHN. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. What is done with the surplus, if there is one?
Mr. KAHIN, They invest it in other buildings.
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
LICENSES OF DRIVERS OF PASSENGER VEHICLES FOR HIRE,

Myr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill
H. R. 24071.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 24071) to amend the Iicense law, approved July 1, 1902,
with respect to licenses of drivers of passenger vehicles for hire.

Be it enacted, ete., That paragraph 11 of section 7 of the act of Con-
gress: approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act making appropriations to
provide for the expenses of the goverhment of the District of Columbia
or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,' pro-
viding for license taxes in the District of Columbia, be, and the same is
hereby, amended by adding thereto the following:

“That any and all persons empla{ed or engaged in driving 2 horse
or horses, or other animal or animals, attached to coaches, omnibuses,
carriages, wagons, or other passenger vehicles for hire, and all persons
engaged as chauffeurs or conductors of motor vehicles for hire shall pay
an annual license tax of $1: Provided, That such license shall not in
any case be issued except upon application therefor to the assessor by
the person desiring the license, and under such general regulations as

the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may prescribe, after
report, made by some member of the Metropolitan police designated t

inspect ﬁbllc vehicles, to the major and superintendent of police; an

it =hall the dnty of the major and superintendent of police to for-
ward said report to the assessor of the District of Columbia, And there
shall be kept in the department of police a list of names of all persons
licensed under this amendment, their annunal license number, and any
record that may be necessary concerning the conduct of such persons
that may be required in connection with good public vehicle service.
And all public vehicles for hire shall earry, in such place as may be
designated by the commissioners, such form of number as may be pre-
geribed by the commissioners, which number shall correspond with the
number of the license issued to the driver, chauffeur, or conductor of
such public vehicle: Provided, That licenses issued under the provisions
hereof shall not be assigned or transferred, and.every assignment or
transfer of any such license shall be iilegal. null, and vold.

“Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of this amend-
ment shall be punished as provided paragraph 47 of said section T.
And in addition to such penalty.the license of any person licensed under
the provisions of this amendment who shall be convicted of a violatiom
of any of its provisions, or of a violation of any of the police rezula-
tions regula the movement and disposition of public vehicles for
hire upon the public streets, or of disorderly conduct, may be revoked
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object?

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from California [Mr. Kaux].

Mr. KAHN. I am ready to answer any question.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yielded to him to answer the
question or make any statement which he might desire to make.

Mr. MANN. As I understand it, it proposes only to license
the drivers of vehicles, the provision for licensing of the owners
of vehicles having already been enacted. There seems to be no
penalty provided for a man who drives a vehicle without a
license. What incentive is there for a man to take out a
license if he can drive without a license? This is one of the
bills drafted, I suppose, by the corporation counsel’s office?

Mr. KEAHN. Yes.

Mr. MANN. It is not in good form, to begin with, and does
not earry out the purpose in the end. Probably it could do no
possible harm ; probably will do no possible good.

Mr. KAHN. It seems that a good many complaints have been
lodged with the police officials to the effect that drivers of
vehicles in the District of Columbia were entirely irresponsible,

and took passengers in a roundabout way to reach a certain

location, in-order to charge a greater rate for the service. As
I understand it, the purpose of this bill is to license every driver
of a vehicle and every chauffeur in the District of Columbia,
so that by taking the number of his badge the driver himself
can be reached.

Mr. MANN. Very well. The bill says that the driver shall
take out a license, and then it says that anyone who violates
a provision in this amendment—which is bad form—shall be
punished, and there is no provision for punishing the man who
refuses to take out a license; I mean who drives a vehicle with-
out taking out a license.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration
of the bill.

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask another gquestion. Whose
spelling of chauffeur is adopted in this bill? Is that the re-
formed spelling?

.\]I]ri. KAHN. I would not be surprised if it is the reformed
spelling.

Mr. MANN. If it is going to be cut down at all, why do we
not make it plain and spell it s-h-o-f-e-r?

I have called attention to the form of the bill, mainly for the
benefit of the corporation counsel. If my clerk did not know a
better form for drawing bills than he does, I would discharge
the clerk.

Mr. MADDEN.,
the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of

LIGHTING OF VEHICLES.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill
(H. R. 24459) to provide for lighting vehicles in the District of
Columbia.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the ‘District of Colum-
bia are hereby authorized and directed to prommigate from time to
time, and amend the same, police regulations requiring all automobiles,
horseless or motor vehicles, bicycles, or horse-drawn vehicles to carry
such light or lights on the front, sides, or rear thereof, between dark-
ness and daylight, as they may deem expedient, and to provide penalties
for the violation of euch regulations.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read a third time, and passed.
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PRICE OF GAS.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the
bill (H. R. 19049) to fix the price of gas in the District of
Columbia.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after May 1, 1910, no person, firm,
eopartnership, association, or corporation enﬁaged in the manufactuse
and sale of fuel or lllumi'nat!ng gas in the Distriet of Columbia shall
sell or otherwise dispose of the same to any gerson. firm, copartnership,
association, or corporation in the District of Columbia for a price ex-
ceeding 80 cents per thousand cubic feet.

Also the following committee amendment was read:

. ]!i&trlke out-all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the
ollowing :

“That on and after January 1, 1911, it shall be unlawful for any
person, firm, or corporation, vending gas for illuminating or heating
purposes in the District of Columbia, to charge therefor a greater price
than 80 cents per thousand feet: Provided, however, That if a consumer
of gas fails or refusea to pay his bill for gas consumed on or before the
10th day of the month next succeeding the month within which the gas
was consumed, it shali be lawful for the vender of the gas to chsu;ie.
eollect, and receive an additional amount equal to 10 per cent of the
bill as a penalty.

“Hpe. 2. That said gas companies shall not refuse to supply gas for
any building or premises to auy person applying therefor who is not in
arrears to it for any gas previously supplied to him, because a bill for

as remains unpaid by a previous occupant of such building or prem-

'?'Sr;c. 8. That if either of said companies holds, for a longer period
than six months, money which is collected in advance from its con-
sumers to guarantee it against losses of charges or tolls, it shall pay
annually from such- guaranty fund interest at the rate of 6 per cent
per annum to the depositor thereof, which interest may be applied to
the payment of char, and tolls by sald depositor, at his request, upon
any monthly bill. ﬁld companies shall make an annual return or
gtatement of all moneys and of the value of any collateral so held as a
guaranty of the anment of charges and tolls, specifying the amounts
80 deposited by the Inhabltants of the District of Columbia.

“Sgc. 4. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are
hereby repealed.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill in refer-
ence to one matter. The ordinary practice is to make a reduc-
tion of 10 cents a thousand or more where gas bills are paid
promptly, and that is contemplated by this bill. The ordinary
practice is to take the rate that is permitted and make a reduc-
tion from that rate. This bill fixes the rate at 80 cents a thou-
sand and then proposes to authorize the gas company to add on
10 per cent as a penalty. What authority is there for us to
enact legislation authorizing one man to assess penalty against
another and collect it?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Ob, that does not worry us.

Mr. MANN. No; but it may worry the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Cary] to furnish us the information.

Mr. CARY. I will say that was an amendment offered by
another gentleman of the committee. My bill was originally 80
cents, In order to get the bill before the House, I was satisfied
to let it go that way.

Mr. MANN. I am inclined to think, and I have seen some gas
legislation here that was ineffective, although I do not think it
was the design of the committee of this House to make it in-
effective, that this bill is not worth the paper it is written on,
and for that reason, for the present, I object.

PROHIBITING ISSUING OF BONDS, ETC., BY GASLIGHT COMPANIES,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up House joint
resolution 148,
The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 148) prohibiting the Washington Gas Light
(0., Georgetown Gas Light Co., or any other gasllgﬁht company in the
Distriet of Columbia from issuing any bonds, certificates of indebted-
ness, or any other evidence of debt, except such as shall actually be

uired for the payment of necessary betterments and improvements
only, without the express conmsent of Congress.

Resolved, ete., That the Washington Gas Light Co. and the George-
town Gas Light Co., or any other gaslight company in the District of
Columbia, each and all, are hereby prohibited from issuing any bonds,
certificates of indebtedness, or any other evidence of debt, except such
an evidence of debt as shall actnally be required for the payment of
necessary betterments and Improvements only, without the express con-
sent of Congress.

The amendments recommended by the committee were read,
as follows:

Insert in line 6, page 1, after the word * any,” the word * stocks,”
followed by a comma.

Strike out of lines 7, 8, and 9, 1, the words * except such an

evidence of debt as shall actually ’bgage uired for the payment of neces-
gary betterments and improvements 2?1'1:." ‘
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to a&k the gentleman whether under this bill it would
be possible for the gas company to borrow any money whatever,

under any circumstances, without having the express consent of
Congress; which might mean anything spent for current indebt-
edness or current expenses,

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. If I remember correctly, in the
hearings it was claimed by their attorney that they would not.

Mr. MANN. Well, if a gas company should enter into a con-
tract for the purchase of supplies, it could not give any evidence
of indebtedness for that or for any other purpose under this bill,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That may be so.

Mr. MANN. Well, what possesses the committee to report a
bill like that to the House, with any expectation of passing it
by unanimous consent?

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. We did not know that we would
have to ask unanimous consent to pass it.

Mr. MANN. Let us bave an explanation why you want it
passed at all. I take it the committee wants the Government
to properly guard the issuance of stocks and bonds by the gas
companies or any other public utility companies in the District
of Columbia, which is a matter that may be properly regulated
by Congress. But what excuse is there for saying that a gas
company shall give no kind of paper or contract or anything
that is an evidence of indebtedness?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I desire to say, from what I under-
stand, it makes but little difference about the passage of this
legislation, that the gas company would be able to collect divi-
dends upon the value of the property. The gentleman who has
charge of this bill was anxious to have it brought to the con-
sideration of the House and passed, but he is not here to-day.

Mr, MADDEN, Who is the gentleman? .

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman from Missourl
[Mr. CoupreY].

Mr. MANN. I noticed the gentleman who Introduced the bill
provided—
or anf other evidence of debt except such an evidence of debt as shall
actually be required for the payment of necessary betterments and
improvements only.

But that has been stricken out by the committee. Now, under
this bill the gas company could not write a letter acknowledging
that it owed something.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is a very stringent bill, I admit.

Mr. MANN, The gentleman calls it stringent, I would apply
another name; and for the present I object.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is all the bills we have that
we can call up, Mr. Speaker. I move to reconsider the several
votes by which the various bills have been passed and to lay
that motion on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. I move that the House do now ad-
journ.

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair lays before the
House the following requests.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. BurLer, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab-

gence, indefinitely, on account of sickness.
REPRINT OF BILL.

By unanimous consent, reprint of bill (H. R. 17759) to pro-
mote the efficiency of the Naval Militia, and for other purposes,
was ordered.

ADJOURNMERNT.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that
the House do now adjourn.’

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to; and
accordingly the House (at 4 o'clock and 29 minutes p. m.)
adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 14, at 12
o'clock nmoon,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting explana-
tions in relation to estimates of appropriations for foreign inter-
course (H. Doec, No. 1133) ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed.

2, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an
estimate of appropriation for increases of salaries of governors of
Arizona and New Mexico (H. Doe. No, 1134) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture submitting an
estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in the appropriations
for expenses of the Forest Service and enforcement of the in-




1910.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

279

secticide act (H. Doc. No. 1135) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

4, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
estimates of deficiencies for the service of the Treasury Depart-
ment (H. Doc. No. 1136) ; to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a |

copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti-
mate of appropriation for purchase of land and builldings near
Fort William H. Seward, Alaska (H. Doc. No. 1137); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting an esti-
mate of appropriation for expenses of arbitration of outstanding
pecuniary claims between the United States and Great Britain
(H. Doe. No. 1138) ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting an esti-
mate of appropriation for arbitration of the international title
to the Chamizal tract (H. Doc. No. 1139) ; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed.

8. A lefter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti-
mate of appropriation for an electric power plant on Corregidor
Island, P. I. (H. Doc. No. 1140) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed. i

9. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting
list of judgments against collectors of internal revenue (H. Doc.
No. 1141) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed. =

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti-
mate of appropriation for the reimbursement of the Broadway
Bargain House (H. Doc. No. 1142) ; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

11. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a copy of a letter from the Attorney General submitting an
estimate of appropriation for salaries, ete. (H. Doc. No. 1143) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

12. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a copy of a letter from the chief justice of the court of appeals,
District of Columbia, submitting an estimate of appropriation
for service of the court of appeals (H. Doc. No. 1144) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending the
abandonment of certain roads leading to the Mound City (IIL)
National Cemetery (H. Doc. No. 1145) ; to the Commitiee on
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

14. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommend-
ing the sale of the old Federal building at Owensboro, Ky.
(H. Doc. No. 1146) ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds and ordered to be printed.

15. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommend-
ing the transfer of the old post-office building at Charleston,
8. C., from the Treasury Department to the Department of
Commerce and Labor (H. Doe. No. 1147) ; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed.

16. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommend-
ing the authorization of the construction of new vaults for the
new building for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing (H.
Doc. No. 1148) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed.

17, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting |

an estimate of appropriation for rental of temporary quarters
for public offices at Columbus, Ohio (H. Doc. No. 1149) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

18. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for rental of temporary quarters
for public offices at Grand Rapids, Mich. (H. Doe. No. 1150) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

19. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for an immigrant station at Balti-
more, Md. (H. Doc. No, 1151) ; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

20. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for site for a post office at Ellens-
burg, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 1152) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

21. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for post office at Logan, Ohio
(H. Doe. No. 1158) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

22, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for post office at Reading, Pa.

(H. Doe. No. 1154) ; to the Commitiee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

23. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for additional land for a public
building at Huntington, W. Va. (H. Doec. No. 1155); to the

| Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

24, A lefter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for additional land for post-office
building at Honolulu, Hawaii (H. Doc. No. 1156) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

25. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for site of public building at Kalis-
pell, Mont. (H. Doec. No. 1157) ; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

26. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for site of post office at Ennis,
Tex., (H. Doec. No. 1158) ; to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

27. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for site of post office at Waterloo,
N. Y. (H. Doe. No. 1159) ; to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

28. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for site of a public building at
Duquoin, I1. (H. Doc. No. 1160) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

20, A Jetter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for additional land for a public
building at Reidsville, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 1161) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

30. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for additional land for publie
building at Parkersburg, W. Va. (H. Doc. No. 1162); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

31. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for additional land for post-office
building at Oklahoma City, Okla, (H. Doc. No. 1163); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

32. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for additional land for post office
at Beatrice, Nebr, (II. Doe. No. 1164); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

33. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for site and post-office building at
La Junta, Colo. (H. Doc. No. 1165) ; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

34. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for additional land for post office
at Winston Salem, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 1166) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

35. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting a statement of appropriations and reimbursements as
related to Indian tribal funds (H. Doec. No. 1167) ; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 28800) fo
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the appropriate
marking of the graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Con-
federate Army and Navy who died in northern prisons and were
buried near the prisons where they died, and for other pur-
poses,” approved March 9, 1906, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1753), which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr., STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commeree, to which was referred the bill of the
House (H. R. 25775) to authorize the Great Northern Develop-
ment Co. to construct a dam across the Mississippi River from
a point in Hennepin Counnty fo a point in Anoka County, Minn.,
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1752), which said bill and report were referred to the
House Calendar.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: -

Mr. GILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3021) for the
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relief of L. H. Lyne & Co., late of Lynchburg, Va., reported the
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1754), which said
bill and report were laid on the table.

Mr. LINDBERGH, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5783) for the relief of
W. R. Harris, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a
gg;)rt (No. 1755), which said bill and report were laid on the

o.

Mr, BHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21715) au-
thorizing an indemnity to Joha W. Baldwlin, reported the same
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1766), which said bill
and report were laid on the table.

Mr. KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21909) to provide com-
pensation for injuries received by George F. O'Hair, reported
the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No, 1757), which
said bill and repert were laid on the table.

Mr. ADAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23242) for the relief of
W. J. Forth, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a
::g;)rt (No. 1758), which said bill and report were laid on the

e,

Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 26083) for the relief
of the heirs of Charles Stewart, deceased, reported the same
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1759), which said bill
and report were lald on the table.

_—

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 28989) for
the relief of Joseph Heaton, and the same was referred to the
Committee on War Claims. .

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me-
morials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 29158) to change the home-
stead and preemption laws in certain cases; to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 29159) to in-
crease the limit of cost for the acquisition of a site at Barnes-
ville, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 20160) to amend
the act regulating the height of buildings in the District of
Columbia, approved June 1, 1910; to the Commitiee on the
District of Columbia.

Also, a bill.(H. R. 20161) to authorize the extension of Colo-
rado Avenue NW., between Fourteenth Street and Sixteenth
Street, and Kennedy Street NW. through lot No. 800, square
2718; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R, 29162) extending pro-
visions of the act of March 4, 1907, authorizing the establish-
ment of an immigration station at New Orleans, La,; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R, 29163) to regulate commerce
among the States and with foreign nations and to prevent the
transportation of adulterated and misbranded seed and bulbs,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 29164) to
accept the cession by the State of Washington of exclusive juris-
diction over the lands embraced within the Mount Rainier Na-
tional Park, and for other purposes; to the Commitiee on the
Public Lands,

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 20165) providing for the
amendment of the act of March 3, 1901, of the Revised Statutes;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. CARLIN (by request) : A bill (H. R, 20166) to extend
the time within which the Baltimore & Washington Transit Co.
of Maryland shall be reguired to put in operation its railway in
the Distriet of Columbia under the provisions of an act of Con-
gress approved June 8, 1806, as amended by an act of Congress
approved May 29, 1908; to the Committee on the District of
Columblia,

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H, Res. 873)
to distribute CoNGRESSIONAL REcomps credited to the fifth Penn-
sylvania district; to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. KAHN: Resolution (H. Res. 874) setting a time to
consider H. J. Res. 213; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Joint resolution (H. J. Res.
247) to pay officers and employees of the Senate and House of

Representatives their respective salaries for the month of
December, 1910, on the 21st day of said month; to the Com-
mittee on Accounts.

By Mr. CRUMPACKER :\Joint resolution (H. J. -Res. 248)
amending section 32 of the act of Congress approved July 2,
1909, provid for the Thirteenth and subseguent decennial
censuses; to the Committee on the Census.-

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 29167)
granting an increase of pension to George F. Valil; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20168) granting an increase of pension to
George W. T. Ent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (IL. R. 20169) granting an increase of
ge‘ualon to Charles E. Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons,

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 29170) granting an in-
crease of pension to James McNary; to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29171) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel B. Crall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29172) granting an increase of pension to
Lewis Marka ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 20173) granting an increase of pens!on to
Samuel Zink; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a h1lI (H. R. 20174) granting an increase of pension to
Chrlr]es W. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29175) granting an increase of pension to
James M. Francis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : A bill (H. R. 29176) granting a pension
to James F. Lingafelter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20177) granting an increase of pension to
William Ditto; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29178) to place the name of Capt. Robert
E. Iddy on the officers’ retired list; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29179) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Cunningham ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29180) granting an increase of pension to
Mary Jewell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 20181) granting an in-
crease of pension to James C. Guthrie; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20182) granting an increase of penslon to
Joseph Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARCLAY : A bill (H. R, 20183) granting an increase
of pension to Jacob G. Drehmer; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20184) granting an increase of pension to
Moses Yocum; to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20185) granting an increase of pension to
William Luecas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARNARD : A bill (H. R. 20186) granting a pension
to Itebecca Rozell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 20187) granting an increase
of pensgion to Lewis Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid I’en-
gions.

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 29188) granting an [ntreﬂse
of pension to Isaac M. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 20189) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sunley J. A. Thrift; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 20190) granting an increase
of pension to John Sheehan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20191) granting an increase of pension to
Taylor Fortner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 20162) granting a pension to
George F. Wells; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 29193) to correct the military record of
Ralph 8. Keyser; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20194) granting a pension to
Anmna L. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29195) granting an increase of pension to
John Phelan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 29196) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Mininger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 20197) granting an Increase of pension to
John T. Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 29198)
granting an increase of pension to James G. Miller; to the
Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H, R. 20199) granting a pen-
sion to Anna L. Yaple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 20200) granting an increase
of pension to Melvin Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
siona.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29201) granting an increase of pension to
Wilson Smead; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 20202) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 29203) granting an increase
of pension to Henry Politte; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

Also, a bill (H. R. 29204) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Kannawurf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : A bill (H. R. 29205) granting an in-
crease of pension to Henry Scully; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20206) granting
an increase of pension to Isom Richey; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 29207) granting an Increase of pension to
Monta Z. Burt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20208) granting an increase of pension to
Pleasant Seals; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20209) granting an increase of pension to
Franklin D. Milum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20210) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29211) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 29212) granting an increase of pension to
Theodore F. Hawley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 29213) granting an increase of pension to
James BE. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 20214) granting an increase
of pension to Amos M, Stroh; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 20215) granting an increase
of pension to Charles Martin; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 290216) granting an increase of pension to
Hiram Maines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29217) granting an increase of pension to
Mirabin Thierry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 20218) for the relief of
Josiah Baugher; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20219) granting an increase of pension to
William B. Gist: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 29220) granting an increase
of pension to Alvin 8, Dean; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 29221) granting an increase of pension to
John H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 20222) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Grems; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Al=o, a bill (H. R. 20223) granting an increase of pension to
Amos Longfield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 29224) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin F. Ayres; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20225) granting an increase of pension to
Alvin H., Holeum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29226) granting an increase of pension to
John Holvarson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20227) granting an increase of pension to
Abraham Crow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29228) granting a pension to Matilda R.
Kellogg; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 20229) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Joseph La Porte; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ;

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 29230) granting a
pension to Louis Miller; to the Committee on Pensions,

Ey Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20231) granting
a pension to James (. Coppedge; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 20232) granting an increase of pension to
James W. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 29233)
granting an increase of pension to George Wilhelm; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 29234)
granting an increase of pension to John Daley; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 29235) granting an increase of pension to
Margret Ray; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KINEAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 29236) grant-
ing a pension to John Klemann; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 29237) granting a pension to Rosetta
Graves Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 29238) granting an increase of pension to
Hanford N. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 20239) granting an increase of pension to
George Sowerwine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29240) granting an increase of pension to
Richard Green; t6 the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 25241) granting an increase of pension to
James W. Ostrander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20242) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin F. Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 20243) granting an increase of pension to
Asahel Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 20244) granting an increase of
pension to Orlando P, Sala; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. LANGHAM : A bill (H. R. 20245) granting a pension
to William Wike and Nancy Ellen Wike; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20246) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 20247) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel 8. Wilson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20248) granting an increase of pension to
Robert Kelley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. LANGLIIY : A bill (H. R. 20249) for the relief of
Elijah Patrick; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 20250) granting an increase of
pension to Henry Stamm; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. F

Also, a bill (H. R. 29251) granting an increase of pension to
Fanny J. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 20252) granting an increase of pension to
William Long, alias William Logue; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29253) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Maxwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29254) granting a pension to Andrew D.
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 29255) granting a pension to Charles P.
Ellison, alins August Bjerkren; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 20256) granting a pension to Harriet J.
Skidmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. X £

Also, a bill (H. R. 20257) granting a pension to Henry F.
Mackey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 20258) to amend the military
record of Philip Maher; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 29259) for the relief of
the brother of the late Lieut. William Hale Leamy; to the Com-
mittee on War Calims.

By Mr. McHENRY : A bill (H. R. 29260) granting an increase
of pension to Jesse Metz; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R. 29261)
granting an increase of pension to Edward W. Price; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29262) granting an increase of pension to
Charles D. Robertson, alias Charles D, Harris; to the Commit-
tee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29263) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20264) granting an increase of pension to
Melinda 8. Lambert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20265) granting an increase of peusion to
Margaret L. McGrath; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29266) granting an inerease of pension to
James Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29267) granting an increase of pension to
Ransom L. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20268) granting an increase of pension to
Rufus B. Tucker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (IL R. 20269) granting an increase of pension to
James B. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29270) granting a pension to David
Murphy; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 29271) grant-
ing an increase of pension to John A. Green; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 29272) granting an increase of pension to
Nathaniel Roberson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20273) granting an increase of pension to
Robert G. Mulica ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20274) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Riblett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20275) granting an increase of pension to
William W. Bowling; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29276) granting an increase of pension to
George 0. Barnes; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 20277) granting
an increase of pension to Mayotta Dickinson Caffee; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions. 4

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 29278) grant-
ing a pension to Andrew Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29279) granting a pension to James M,
Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 20280) granting a pension to William Wil-
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20281) granting a pension to Eliza Jane
Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29282) granting a pension to Martin L. Van
Buren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 29283) granting a pension to Homer C.
Putman; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29284) granting a pension to Hester A.
Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 29285) granting a pension to Louis See-
berger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29286) granting a pension to Mary D.
Nelson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29287) granting an increase of pension to
John Cooley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 20288) granting an increase of pension to
James Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20280) granting an inecrease of pension to
Perry C. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29290) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph H. Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 29201) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Cable; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20292) granting an increase of pension to
Herman E. Hadley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20293) granting an increase of pension to
Cyrus P, Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

~ Also, a bill (H. . 29294) granting an increase of pension to
George B. Stoner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29295) granting an increase of pension to
Columbus W. Donnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions

Also, a bill (H. R. 20296) granting an increase of pension to
John R. Massengail; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 20297) granting an increase of pension to
Rufus M. Boring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (EL. R. 20298) granting an increase of pension to
David Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29299) granting an increase of pension to
James Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29300) authorizing the Secretary of the
Interior to sell a certain 40-acre tract of land; to the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 29301) granting an in-
crease of pension to Nathaniel J. Dickey; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 20302) granting an increase of
lE‘Jienslon to Felix McCabe; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons,

Also, a bill (H, R. 29303) granting a pension to Herbert A.
Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOXLEY: A bill (H. R. 20304) granting an increase
of pension to Martha L. Van Vliet; to the Committee on Pen-
slons,

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 20305) granting an increase
of pension to Nelson Briley; to the Committee on Invalid-Pen-
slons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20306) granting an increase of pension to
William J, Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 29307) for the relief of the
son of the late Capt. William Brooke Johns; to the Committee
on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 20808) for the relief of the widow of
the late Col. George A, Gordon; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 29309) granting an in-
crease of pension to Henry D. Moulton; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 29310) granting an increase of pension to
John N, Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H, R. 20311) granting an increase
of pension to John Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. PARKER : A bill (H. R. 20312) granting a pension to
Anna Sherwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 20313) granting an increase
of pension to Daniel K. Wantz; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H, R. 20314) granting an in-
crease of pension to John D. Harrell; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (. R. 29315) granting an increase of pension to
Theodore F. Colgrove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 29316) granting a pension to
Andrew Kirkpatriek; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20317) granting a pension to Julia H.
Baldwin; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H, R. 29318) granting
an increase of pension to Joseph M. Darby; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 29319) granting an increase
of pension to John Walker; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29320) granting an increase of pension to
Byron Lilly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 20321) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel D. Ritz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. RR. 29322) granting an in-
crease of pension to Conrad Shefler; to the Committes on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20323) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew J. Ledman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20324) granting an increase of pension to
Sylvester Holiday ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 202325) granting an increase of pension to
James Hodges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29326) granting an increasge of pension to
Edward Sloyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20327) granting an increase of pension to
James Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29328) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Ruedi; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 29329) granting an increase of pension to
Hosea B. Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 29330) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Biggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29331) granting an increase of pension to
Albin Farley; to the Committee on Invalid Peasions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 20332) granting an increase of pension to
Napoleon Gignac; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20333) granting an increase of pension to
Ira B, Homer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29334) granting an increase of pension to
Philip H. Bays; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 20335) granting an increase of pension to
| Joseph Elder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 20336) granting a pension to Lewis H.
Glaser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 20337) granting an increase of
pension to William J. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R, 29338) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 29339) for the relief of
Warren F. Hudson; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 29340) to correct the military
record of William Doss, alias Willlam D. Doss; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 20341) graunting
an increase of pension to Byron Wileox; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 20342) granting an
inerease of pension to Charles A. Clement; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29343) granting an increase of penslon to
Chillis W. Jenne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 29344) granting an in-
crease of pension to John W. Towner; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R, 29345) granting a pension
to Flora O. MeGinnis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 20346) granting pensions
to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the
Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.
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By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20347) granting an
increase of pension to Franecis J. Truesdell; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20348) granting an increase of pension to
Guy Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 29349) granting an Increase of pension to
Manvilie F, Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, TILSON: A bill (H. R. 203850) granting an increase
of pension to Fred F. Callender; to the Committee on Invalid

* Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 29351) granting an increase of pension to
Sammuel H. Doolittle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H, R. 20352) granting an
increase of pension to Jesse P. Boone; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensicns.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20353) granting an increase of pension
to Patrick Rogers; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20354) granting an increase of pension to
Robert R. Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I1. R. 20355) granting an increase of pension to
Marvin A, Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29356) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel W. Porter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29357) granting an increase of pension to
Lewis A. Purinton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20358) granting an increase of pension to
Levi M. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 29359) granting a pension to Jacob M.
Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ANDIERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Alfred A. Magill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Arthur Cranston Post, of Milan; Jaqueth
Post, No. 196, of Sycamore; Wilkinson Post, No. 264, of Whar-
ton; Stokes Post, No, 54, of Findlay; Rice and Creiglow Post,
No. 112, of Attica; J. W. Ash Post, No. 679, of Kansas; Carey
Post, No. 173, of Carey; and Owen Gray Post, No. 274, of Larue,
Grand Army of the Republie, Department of Ohio, for increase
of age pension; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
David D. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Stokes Post, No. 54, Grand Army of the
Republie, of Findlay, Ohio, for amendment of age pension act;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Gnadenhutten (Ohlio) Post, Grand Army of
the Republie, for amendment of age pension act; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARCHFELD : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Edward M. Keating, previously referred to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Joseph Richard-
gon and James C. Guthrie; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. BARCLAY : Petition of Mountain Grange, No. 1307,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Kane, Pa., for passage of Senate bill
D842; to the Commiftee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petition of Farmers' Club
of Spalding County, Ga., favoring New Orleans as site of
Panama Exposition; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and
Expositions.

Also, petitions of Chandler Bros. and R. W. Hatcher, of Mil-
ledgeville, Ga., against a parcels-post law; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BATES: Petitions of Randolph Grange, No. 190;
Union Grange, No. 7T64; Steuben Grange, No. 858; Hayfield
Grange, No. 860; Cambridge Grange, No. 168; Hydetown Grange,
No. 1239; Conneaut Grange, No. 955; Vernon Grange, No. 936;
Woodcock Center Grange, No. 1034; Edinboro Grange, No. 947 ;
Bloomfield Grange, No. 958; Frenchtown Grange, No. 1181;
Bellvalley Grange, No. 1294 ; Watchbury Grange, No. 106 ; Lines-
ville Grange, No. 694; Beaver Grange, No. 838; Athens Grange,
No. 304; Center Road Grange, No. 502; Eureka Grange, No.
1524; Union Grange, No. 89; and Sparta Grange, No. 110,
Patrons of Husbandry, for amendment to the oleomargarine law
as per Senate bill 5842; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania : Petition of Iron City Lodge,
No. 179, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, for repeal of tax
on cleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Allegheny County Medical Society, indorsing
Government pure-food policy; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of J. W. Sullivan, against the Tou Velle bill; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. CANDLER : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar-
cus Cook; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CASSIDY : Petitlon of Memorial Post, No. 141, Grand
Army of the Republic, of Cleveland, Ohio, for amendment of
age pension act; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Lake Seamen’s Association of Masters and
Shipowners and others, favoring bill for retirement of members
of the Life-Saving Service; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. COUDREY : Papers to accompany the new Navy pay
law of May 13, 1908; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Valley Grange,
No. 878, Patrons of Husbandry, of Garrett, Pa., for amendment
of the oleomargarine law as per Senate bill 5842; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Millinery Jobbers' Association,
against a parcels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the Tenth Minnesota Veterans' Association,
favoring the National Tribune bill; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. y X

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of American Institute of
Homeopathy, against a national bureau of health; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Scully; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of Canal Board of the State of New York, for
charting and survey of rivers and lakes comprising a part of
the canal system of New York State; to the Committee on
Railways and Canals.

Also, petition of Explorers’ Club of New York, favoring San

Francisco as site of Panama Hxposition; to the Committee on’

Industrial Arts and Expositions.

Also, petition of Pacific Slope Congress, favoring exemption
from tolls of American vessels using the Panama Canal; to the
Committee on Railways and Canals.

Also, petition of Massachusetts Civil Service Association,
favoring extension of the classified service; to the Committee
on Reform in the Civil Service,

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bills for
relief of Nathan Cox, James E. Morris, Theodore F. Hawley,
and Thomas Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of George W. Craw-
ford, Franklin D. Millum, Pleasant Seals, Isom Richey, Monta
Z. Burt, George Kidwell, James B. Smothers, and William W.
Kimball ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Curtis; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FOCHT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
David M. Corbett and William E, McKinstry; to the Commitfee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
Charles Martin, Hiram Maines, and Mirabin Thierry; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GOULDEN : Petition of Advisory Board of Consult-
ing Engineers of New York State, relative to charting lakes and
rivers forming part of canal basin; to the Committee on Rail-
ways and Canals,

Also, petition of California Retail Grocers and Merchants’
Association, against legislation to restrain naming and main-
tenance of retail selling prices on products; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of William T. Stewart and others, for the
Gardner bill (H. R. 12000) ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
Elisha Enox, Levi Taylor, Andrew Keyler, and Thomas Young;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAYES : Paper to accompany bill for relief of James
Frank Sanderson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Paper to accompany
bill for relief of James Davis, alias Robert J. Smith ; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Paper to accompany
bill for relief of George Wilhelm; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. . 3

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Milo D,
Heath, previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions; to the Committes on Pensions.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerée of Dayton, Ohio,
against the Tou Velle bill; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.
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By Mr. LANGHAM : Petition of Rathmel (Pa.) Grange, No.
1264, favoring Senate bill 5842, to correct oleomargarine law;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr, LOUD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William
Harmon, previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for
relief of Andrew J. Mullins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Pacific Slope Congress, fa-
voring improvement of the merchant marine; to the Committee
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of Washington Post, No. 32, Grand Army of the
Republic, of Boston, Mass,, against Civil War volunteer officers’
retired list bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of 84 citizens of Boston, Mass., for the Walter
Smith antiprize-fight bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. OLCOTT: Petition of Pacific Slope Congress, for ex-
empting from toll American vessels passing through the
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
John Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PRINCHE: Petition of soldiers in the Quincy Soldiers’
Home, against volunteer officers’ retired bill; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SHARP : Petition of Spiegel Post, Grand Army of the
Republic, of Shiloh, Ohio, for an amendment of the age pension
act; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Business Men's Association
of Pawtucket, R. 1., against the Tou Velle bill; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. SIMS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Wil-
liam J. Phillips and George W. Morris; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Warren F. Hudson; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SLEMP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil-
linm Doss; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Russell Sage Foundation, de-
partment of child hygiene, favoring increase of appropriations
for educational work ; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Board of Education of New
Hampshire, against passage of the Tou Velle bill; to the Com-
mittee on Education.

SENATE.
WepNEspAY, December 1}, 1910.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D,

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap-
proved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J.
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had
passed the following bills:

8.5651. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to incorpo-
rate the Washington Sanitary Housing Co.,” approved April 23,
1004 ; and

8.6010. An act to provide for the extension of Reno Road, in
the District of Columbia.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:

H. R. 20375. An act to authorize certain changes in the perma-
nent system of highways, Distriet of Columbia;

H.R.21331. An act for the purchase of land for widening
Park Road, in the District of Columbia;

H. R. 22685. An act to authorize the extension of Thirteenth
Street NW. from its present terminus of Madison Street to
Piney Branch Road;

. R. 24459. An act to provide for lighting wvehicles in the
District of Columbia; and

H. R. 29157. An act making appropriation for the payment of
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes.

PETITIONS AND AEMORIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the petition of Samuel F.
AlcCloud, of Long Branch, N. J., praying that pensions be granted
to ex-Union prisoners of war, which was referred to the Com-
mitfee on Pensions.

Mr. JONES presented the petition of J. Edward Buckley, of
Chieago, Ill., praying that an investigation be made of certain
charges brought by him, and also that authority be given to
a committee of the Senate to investignte and consider general
conditions of American citizens in the Republic of Mexico, rail-
road men, ete., which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations, 1

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 1451,
Modern Brotherhood of America, of Salt Lake City, Utah, pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the admission
of publications of fraternal societies to the mail as second-class
matter, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.

Mr, SCOTT (for Mr. ELkiNs) presented petitions of sundry
citizens and business firms of Wheeling and Montgomery,
W. Va., praying that San Francisco, Cal.,, be selected as the
site for holding the proposed Panama Canal Exposition, which
were referred to the Committee on Industrial Expositions.

He also (for Mr. ErginNs) presented a petition of the H. P.
Moss Bookstore Co., of Parkersburg, W. Va., praying for the
enactment of legislation to prohibit the printing of certain mat-
ter on stamped envelopes, which was referred to the Committee
on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also (for Mr. Erxins) presented petitions of the Board of
Trade of Kingwood, the Board of Trade of St. Marys, and the
Fanciers' Club of Charleston, all in the State of West Virginia,
praying that New Orleans be selected as the site for holding the
proposed Panama Canal Exposition, which were referred to the
Committee on Industrial Expositions.

He also (for Mr. Eigins) presented a petition of Blenner-
hassett Lodge, No. 2159, Modern Brotherhood of America, of
Parkersburg, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation
providing for the admission of publications of fraternal societies
to the mail as second-class matter, which was referred to the
Comunittee on Post Offices and Post Rloads.

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’' Institute of
Roneys Point, W. Va., praying for the passage of the so-called
parcels-post bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads.

He also (for Mr. ELxins) presented affidavits in support of
the bill (8. 8031) granting an increase of pension to William T,
McBee, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also (for Mr. ELxixs) presented an affidavit in support of
the bill (8. 8298) granting a pension to Albert L. Graves, which
was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also (for Mr. Erkins) presented an affidavit in support
of the bill (8. 1498) granting a pension to Samuel B. Swartz,
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also (for Mr. Erxins) presented an affidavit in support
of the bill (8. 5327) granting a pension to C. H. Payne, jr.,
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of Local Union No.
15, Hatmakers' Association, of South Norwalk, Conn., pray-
ing for the repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No, 15, Hat-
makers’ Association, of South Norwalk, Conn., praying that an
investigation be made into the condition of dairy products for
the prevention and spread of tuberculosis, which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a petition of the mayor and
board of aldermen of the city of Manitowoe, Wis., praying that
an appropriation be made for the construction of an inner har-
bor-of refuge at that city, which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

He also presented petitions of Local Camp No. 126, Woodmen
of the World, of Portage; of Genoa Lodge, No. 1190, of Genoa;
of Cedar Lodge, No. 1012, of Saxon; of Edgar Lodge, No. 1220,
of Edgar; of Unity Lodge, No. 1672, of New London; of Ean
Claire Lodge, No. 1365, of Eau Claire; of Waterloo Lodge, No.
1210, of Waterloo; of Fairview Lodge, No. 1138, of Knowlton;
of Oconto Falls Lodge, No. 1146, of Oconto Falls; of Forsyth
Lodge, No. 1262, of Superior; of Townsend Lodge, No. 1712, of
Townsend; of Milwaukee Lodge, No. 1374, of Milwaukee; of
Island City Lodge, No. 1216, of Cumberland; of Maple Leaf
Lodge, No. 1178, of Clear Lake; of West Allis Lodge, No. 1341,
of West Allis; of North Star Lodge, No. 1245, of Frederic; of
Twin River Lodge, No. 1090, of Portage; and of Fox River
Lodge, No. 1576, of Appleton, all of the Modern Brotherhood
of America, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enact-
ment of legislation providing for the admission of publications
of fraternal socleties to the mails as second-class matter, which
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of Department Encamp-
ment, Grand Army of the Republic, at Hutchinson, Kans., pray-
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